Mississippi State University

Scholars Junction
Theses and Dissertations

Theses and Dissertations

11-25-2020

Non-conventional sensors for measuring partial discharge under
DC electrical stress
Mojtaba Rostaghihalaki

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholarsjunction.msstate.edu/td

Recommended Citation
Rostaghihalaki, Mojtaba, "Non-conventional sensors for measuring partial discharge under DC electrical
stress" (2020). Theses and Dissertations. 3300.
https://scholarsjunction.msstate.edu/td/3300

This Dissertation - Open Access is brought to you for free and open access by the Theses and Dissertations at
Scholars Junction. It has been accepted for inclusion in Theses and Dissertations by an authorized administrator of
Scholars Junction. For more information, please contact scholcomm@msstate.libanswers.com.

Template B v4.1 (beta): Created by L. Threet 11/15/19

Non-conventional sensors for measuring partial discharge under DC electrical stress
By
TITLE PAGE
Mojtaba Rostaghi Chalaki

Approved by:
Chanyeop Park (Major Professor)
J. Patrick Donohoe
Masoud Karimi Ghartemani
Mehmet Kurum
Qian (Jenny) Du (Graduate Coordinator)
Jason M. Keith (Dean, Bagley College of Engineering)

A Dissertation
Submitted to the Faculty of
Mississippi State University
in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for the Degree of Doctor of Philosophy
in Electrical and Computer Engineering
in the Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering
Mississippi State, Mississippi
November 2020

Copyright by
COPYRIGHT PAGE
Mojtaba Rostaghi Chalaki
2020

Name: Mojtaba Rostaghi Chalaki
ABSTRACT
Date of Degree: November 25, 2020
Institution: Mississippi State University
Major Field: Electrical and Computer Engineering
Major Professor: Chanyeop Park
Title of Study: Non-conventional sensors for measuring partial discharge under DC electrical
stress
Pages in Study: 152
Candidate for Degree of Doctor of Philosophy
Partial discharge (PD) is a micro discharge that occurs in defected regions within the
insulating media. As these discharges are the main culprits that cause dielectric material aging, PD
measurements have been used for assessing insulating materials, including solids, liquids, and
gases for power applications. There are various methods and sensors available for measuring PD
sensitive to specific characteristics and operable over a wide range of frequencies. Most PD
measurement techniques provide patterns that enable PD interpretation more comfortable for
users. For example, in AC applications, the phase-resolved partial discharge (PRPD) technique
provides identifiable patterns for distinguishing various types of PDs. However, the establishment
of meaningful patterns to multiple types of PD in DC systems requires more sensitive and accurate
measurements of individual PD pulses with noise rejection functionality due to the lack of phaseresolved information.
Investigating of the transient phenomena such as individual PD pulses requires welldesigned circuits with sufficiently large bandwidths. Waveshapes can be easily disturbed by
background noise and deformed by the frequency response of measuring circuits and data
acquisition systems (DAQ). Noises are unwanted disturbances that could be suppressed by suitable

filters or mathematical methods. Measurement circuits and DAQ systems consist of transmission
lines, sensors, cables, connectors, DAQ hardware, and oscilloscopes. Therefore, matching the
impedance of all components guarantees a reflection-free path for traveling signals and addresses
most of the challenges relevant to transient measurements.
In this dissertation, we proposed and designed an appropriate testbed equipped with high
bandwidth transmission line and electromagnetic field sensors suitable for investigating PD under
DC electrical stresses. We comprehensively used finite element analysis simulations through the
COMSOL Multiphysics software to design the dimensions and evaluate the frequency response of
the testbed, transmission line, and electromagnetic sensors. Furthermore, based on the new testbed,
DC PD measurements were performed using conventional and non-conventional sensors. Finally,
various types of DC PD were statistically classified based on the proposed testbed.

Keywords: Partial discharges, cavity discharge, corona discharge, surface discharge, floating
potential discharge, treeing, stress, degradation, COMSOL Multiphysics, electrostatic, radio
frequency, electromagnetic fields, conventional sensors, non-conventional sensors, transmission
line, D-dot, B-dot, pattern recognition method, phase-resolved partial discharge, time-resolved
partial discharge, PD waveshape, shunt resistor, high frequency current transformer, loop
antenna, monopole antenna.
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SUMMARY
The measurement of PD pulse waveshapes depends on the measurement circuit elements.
For example, a similar type of PD discharge will appear differently depending on the measurement
circuit, sensor, and acquisition unit (i.e., transfer function). Moreover, there should be a significant
difference among the measured PD pulses in the field compared to the waveshapes captured in
laboratories due to the unpredictable disturbances. This dissertation addresses the requirements of
precise individual PD pulse measurements for both AC and DC systems. The accurate
measurements of individual PD pulses allow the extraction of useful information about PD
waveshape characteristics. The information includes parameters such as rise time, decay time,
amplitude, etc. which leads to the classification and recognition of various PD types caused by
distinct types of defects.
Four common types of individual PD pulses – cavity, surface, corona, and floating potential
discharges – were investigated under AC and DC stresses. The examinations of these types of PDs
in this work provide useful information about their discharge mechanisms and quantitative studies
of their waveform characteristics and frequency spectrums. Also, the time domain analysis of
measured PD waveforms in this dissertation demonstrates apparent differences between AC and
DC PDs. These data provide enough information for the statistical analysis of the waveform of
PD. Similarly, the results of frequency domain analysis present the distinct characteristics among
the frequency spectrums of PD defects in both AC and DC. That is, the results of this work allow
the classification of PD according to the frequency components under both AC and DC electrical
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stresses. The proposed method of this dissertation helps in mapping various types of PDs based on
the time domain characteristics of PD waveforms and their amplitudes. One of the advantages of
this method is its independence from the repetition rate of PD pulses under DC stresses, which
takes a long time to record data (specifically in DC). The other advantage of this mapping is that
the distinguishing and clustering of data can be performed by either of the rise time, decay time,
and pulse width of PD waveforms.
In addition to the contributions above of this dissertation, the application of
electromagnetic fields – D-dot and B-dot sensors – in capturing individual PD pulses provides
more safety during measurement. The electromagnetic field sensors in this work are commonly
the inductive or capacitive coupling sensors, which avoid direct connection of energized element
and DAQ systems. It is essential to prevent the damage of DAQ systems in the case of failures
occurring in the PD samples.
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CHAPTER I
PROBLEM STATEMENT

PD measurements employ for assessing the quality and health of medium- to high voltage
(HV) applications. Extensive research on developing online and offline PD detection methods for
HVAC equipment has led to the establishment of AC PD measurement techniques [1]–[4].
Similarly, the demand for research on DC PD detection and classification methods has increased
with the growing use of HVDC transmission systems and MVDC distribution systems. Most of
the available AC PD detection methods and standards are focused on the PRPD patterns [2], [3]
owing to the phase-resolved information available in AC systems. In contrast, due to the lack of
phase in DC systems, most of the DC PD identification methods that have researched are based on
temporal information known as time-resolved PD patterns [2], [4], [5]. The TRPD methods are
majorly dependent on the repetition rate and timing characteristics of individual PD pulses, such
as rise time, decay time, and pulse width. Technically, TRPD methods mostly use the statistical
analysis of the individual PD pulses in quantifying their waveform characteristics and trends to
find meaningful patterns. There are a variety of TRPD methods have used in the interpretation of
various types of PDs. Some of the techniques focus on PD repetition rates to find trends related to
stress changes and pulses. At the same time, some concentrate on the corresponding PD pulse
characteristics (e.g., rise and decay times) [6]–[8].

1

Despite the existence of these methods, the lack of well-established DC PD measurement
standards and practices threatens the dielectric integrity and system reliability of DC power
applications. For example, there are reported cases where AC PD test procedures apply to evaluate
DC cables and devices [4], [9]. Although using AC voltage to DC applications for PD
measurement purposes may generate PD signals, their characteristics, including PD inception
voltage (PDIV) and PD magnitude, may differ substantially compared to cases where DC voltage
is applied. These differences are caused by the inherent differences of electric field distributions
in dielectric materials under AC and DC electrical stresses. Hence, it is evident that DC power
applications require their PD detection methods and standard procedures [4], [9]. Similarly, the
results of recently published papers focusing on the comparison of AC and DC PDs also confirm
the need for DC PD identification methods for the dielectric assessment of DC apparatus [9]–[12].
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CHAPTER II
STATE OF THE ART

DC networks are overgrowing in various industries (e.g., transmission and distribution
grids, electric ships, aircraft, and power-electronics-driven systems) and becoming effective
alternatives of conventional AC systems owing to their advantages, including the capability of
carrying more power with lower loss over long distances, the increasing availability and reducing
cost of renewable energy sources, and the flexibility of converting energy among unsynchronized
networks. However, the reliability of these power networks are threatened by the accelerated
dielectric material aging and failure of subsystem components such as cables, transformers,
switchgear, insulators, and bushings under DC electrical stress. Therefore, accurate and reliable
assessments of these components are necessary to ensure the reliability of DC power networks.
Generally, insulating materials in all forms of solid, liquid, and gases or a combination of
those are utilized in the design of high voltage apparatus to isolate high voltage conductors from
the ground. Also, the role of insulators is to provide enough clearances and make the electric fields
more uniform. However, the aging of insulating materials of HV equipment in service would limit
their performances and reliabilities. There are various types of defects, failures, and faults that
affect the reliability and performance of insulating materials. Partial discharge is one of the most
chronic and unavoidable dielectric challenge that causes accelerated dielectric material aging and
device failure. To name a few, the existence of metal particles in gas insulated substations (GIS)
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causes PD that lead to system failure by generating floating potentials, flashover, carbonization
along with spacers, and decomposition of gases [2], [13]. In the cases of cables, bushing, and
transformers that are electrically insulated mainly by solid and liquid insulators, the inevitable
formation of air bubbles (in liquid) or cavities (in solid) during the manufacturing processes leads
to the generation of internal PDs [3], [9].

2.1

Types of Partial Discharge
Generally, PD under both AC and DC stresses are classified into the following discharge

groups [14]–[17].
-

Corona Discharge

-

Internal Discharge

-

Surface Discharge

-

Treeing

2.1.1 Corona Discharge
Corona discharges occur around the sharp points or rough surface of conductors, where the
intensity of the electric field at the tip of the conductor increases and causes the degradation of
insulating material by gas ionization and streamer discharges. Corona discharge happens in gases
and liquids. The byproducts of corona in various insulation materials would be hazardous and
damaging. For example, corona in the air can make ozone (O3), in oil can make small particles that
leads to pollution and breakdown, and in sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) makes poisonous gases [16].
Figure 2.1 shows the picture of corona discharge in air.
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Figure 2.1

Corona discharge in the air [18]

2.1.2 Internal Discharge
Internal discharge happens inside gas filled cavities or bubbles surrounded by the bulk of
insulating material. The weak insulating strength of cavities leads to the internal discharge inside
the solid and liquid insulations under the high electric field. Internal discharge provides the floating
particles in liquid and protrusion or hot spots in solid dielectrics, which result in their failures.
Figure 2.2 illustrates various types of internal discharge in solid insulation.

Figure 2.2

Internal discharges, (a) isolated cavity, (b) cavity with conductor contact, (c) cavity
developed to an electrical tree, (d) cavity in the interface of dielectric materials [14].
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2.1.3 Surface Discharge
Surface discharge occurs along with the interface of two different insulation materials
when electric field becomes higher than the dielectric strength of the interface. Examples of surface
discharge could be the discharges along the surfaces of solid and liquid or solid and gas insulators.
Surface discharges cause degradation on the surface of insulating materials. For example, surface
discharge results in the degradation of mechanical and electrical properties and causes chemical
reaction of polymeric insulators [15]. Figure 2.3 shows a sample of surface discharge degradation.

Figure 2.3

Surface discharge propagation along the outer surface of the XLPE cable.

2.1.4 Electrical Treeing
Electrical treeing in solid insulation material is mostly considered a type of internal
discharge (Figure 2.2c). It is commonly initiated by cavities or the interfaces of high voltage
conductors and solid insulators, and progresses within the insulator and forms several branches.
The growth of electrical trees is destructive and develops conductive channels, which leads to the
breakdown along the insulator [15], [16]. Figure 2.4 shows the evolution of electric tree formation
up to the conductive discharge channel formation.
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Figure 2.4
2.2

The evolutions of electric treeing within a solid insulator [15].

Partial Discharge modeling in DC
There are two extended models for the mechanism of the PD occurrence within the

insulation material (specifically for internal discharge) under DC stresses. These models, which
are presented by Morshuis [19] and Lemke [20], [21], are called capacitive (abc) model and dipole
moment, respectively. Both of the mentioned theories are based on the common concepts for
modeling electric field enhancements inside cavities. According to [22], the intensity of the
internal electric field within a cavity in AC results from the residual charges from prior PDs and
applied voltages. Similarly, in DC, besides of two mentioned parameters, the electric field of
deposited charges exceeds the electric field intensity inside a cavity.
2.2.1 Extended Capacitive Model [19]
Figure 2.5 shows the equivalent circuit of cavity discharge at DC voltage. Here, the cavity
discharge is modeled by Cc and Rc in parallel with a spark gap. Also, the rest of the insulation and
insulations in contact with the cavity are simulated by Ca, Ra, Cb, and Rb, respectively.
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Figure 2.5

The equivalent electrical circuit of internal partial discharge at DC voltage [19].

Therefore, the charging time constant of the cavity follows the Equation (2.1).

𝜏=

𝑅𝑏 𝑅𝑐 (𝐶𝑏 + 𝐶𝑐 )
𝑅𝑏 + 𝑅𝑐

(2.1)

Also, the drop voltage across the cavity is given by Equation (2.2).

𝑡

𝑉𝑐 (𝑡) = 𝑉𝑐,∞ − (𝑉𝑐,∞ − 𝑉𝑟 )𝑒 −𝜏

(2.2)

Where, 𝑉𝑐,∞ is the max limit voltage across the cavity before PD occurrence, and 𝑉𝑟 is the
remained voltage across the cavity after PD occurrence, which are shown in Figure 2.6.
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Figure 2.6

The diagram of voltage across the cavity before and after PD discharge at DC.

As seen in Figure 2.6, when the Vc approaches the minimum breakdown voltage across the
cavity (𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛 ), which is caused by the increase of the electric field resulting from an increase of
voltage or deposition of more charges, the process of discharge channel formation initiates in the
presence of free electrons. Consequently, after elapsing of stochastic time lag (𝑡𝐿 ), PD occurs
across the cavity, and voltage falls to 𝑉𝑟 due to the charge displacement. 𝑡𝑅 is also called the
recovery time, which presents the required time for approaching the Vmin for the next discharge.
Also, the waveshape of discharge displacement current in this model is described by two wellknown discharge mechanisms Townsend-like and Streamer-like, which are introduced by Devins.
The main characteristics of Streamer-like discharges are rise time values in the range of hundreds
of ps and decay time values in the range of ns. In contrast, Townsend-like discharges include slow
discharges with rising time values in the range of tens of ns, which follow the rate of electron
avalanche formation and result in slow decaying time.
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2.2.2 Extended Dipole Model [20]
According to the experimental research performed by Lemke in [20], the spark discharge
phenomenon cannot occur in air cavities surrounded by dielectrics. Therefore, the discharge
displacement current within the cavity should not simulate with two well-known discharge theories
(the Townsend-like and Streamer –like). In opposite, he believes the dipole model was introduced
by Pedersen could be a better alternative for describing this phenomenon. As seen in Figure 2.7,
when the positive and negative charges deposit along the cathode and anode sides of the cavity,
the corresponding electric field within the cavity forms as a dipole moment in the opposite of the
main electric field. Consequently, the electric field within the cavity decreases and leads to
disappearing more ionization for a specific time called recovery time.
Based on this model, the internal charge and transient voltage collapse across the cavity
are not straightly proportional to cavity capacitance, which contrasts with the capacitive abc model
for PD. The discharge waveshape in this model is described only with drifting of a massive number
of electrons. Also, positive ions do not have any role due to their lower drifting speed.

Figure 2.7

The dipole model of a cavity discharge extended between anode and cathode [20].
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Furthermore, the dipole model expresses within the cavity the free electron only can
produce through the neutral gas molecules. The quantities of corresponding molecules are very
low in the face of electron liberated through the photo-ionization and collision, which require the
formation of the spark discharge channel. As a result, consideration of full cavity capacitance
discharge through the internal discharge is misleading. Thus, the possibility of strong spark
occurrence within the cavities surrounded by dielectrics is very low because of the decent
ionization process.

2.3

Partial Discharge Measurement
PD is a transient phenomenon, and observing fast phenomena can be challenging. If the

observed event is faster than the response of the measurement system, errors will introduce, and
the waveform will appear distorted and attenuated [23]. To fully understand the observed output,
one must be aware of the input characteristics. Depending on what sensor uses to capture an event,
the same phenomena may be viewed differently by varying acquisition devices. Challenges with
PD are related to its uniqueness and ever changing nature. Even if observations are accurate and
precise, their validity may be constrained to specific circumstances, materials, or fault types,
thereby making universal application infeasible. PD patterns change as the source of defect
changes. It is dependent on stress type, repetition rate, duration, and sample characteristics. On the
measurement side, signal propagation, sensor characteristics (sensitivity, frequency response,
calibration), attenuation, and noise, as well as interpretation of data, all influence assessments, and
conclusions [23].
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2.3.1 PD Measuring circuit
The PD measurement setup under DC stress, in most of the research studies has been
performed [24]–[27], is based on the recommended test setup for PD measurement according to
IEC 60270 in Figure 2.8.

Figure 2.8

Recommended PD measurement test setup by coupling device in series with the test
sample in IEC standard 60270 [28].

In Figure 2.8, U is the power supply, Z is the filter, Ck is the coupling capacitor, Ca is the
test sample, CD is the coupling device (sensor), CC is the connecting cable, and MI is the
measurement unit. The sensitivity and type of sensors, matching impedance of the measurement
connection circuit, and measuring unit’s bandwidth and sampling rates significantly affect accurate
PD detection. Providing the matched impedance transmission line for transmitting the PD signal
to the digitizer (matching impedance about 50 Ω which includes all the sensors output, connectors,
cables, and digitizer input impedances) is required for minimizing the distortion of measuring PD
pulses [24]. Figure 2.9 illustrates an example of a suitable test setup with a precise transmission
line suitable for PD measurement.
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Figure 2.9

An example of a PD measurement test setup with an ideal transmission line [26],
(1) HV Conductor, (2) PVC Insulator, (3) Shielding, (4) Coupling Capacitor,
(5-6) Conical Transmission Line.

This test setup provides good shielding around the PD discharge location and avoids the
radiation of electromagnetic fields to the outside of the test setup. This configuration terminates
the PD signal to the measuring circuit through an ideal conical (tapered coaxial) transmission line,
which enables a suitable connection to measuring cable s. Also, this configuration provides
sufficient space for integrating the suitable coupling devices along the consistent (ideally matched)
portion of the transmission line. The ideally matched transmission line prevents the reflection and
attenuation of signals, particularly for high frequency components.
Generally, the coupling devices are commonly used for measuring the PD discharges
divide into two different groups of conventional and non-conventional sensors. According to [29],
conventional inductive couplers (e.g., quadripole, shunt resistors, HFCT, and Pearson CT) are the
most widely used non-intrusive measurement technique. These sensors install onto ground
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connections of HV devices (when available). As current flows to the ground circuit, signals induce
into the measurement unit. Non-conventional sensors (e.g., inductive or capacitive coupling
sensors and VHF/UHF antennas) convert electromagnetic waves into voltage or current. Probes
intended for electric fields are designed with rods and planes, while sensors for magnetic fields
utilized conductor loops. When a propagating electric field reaches the probe, an impressed voltage
would observe along the probe length relative to the ground [15]. Moreover, other examples of
non-conventional sensors are such as ultrasonic sensors, optic sensors, and the DGA methods.
Ultrasonic sensors capture acoustic waves generated by PD activities, optic sensors detect light
emitted by PDs, and the DGA method measures the level of byproduct gases resulted from PD
activity, specifically in the insulating oils [1], [30].
The selection of a suitable sensor for PD measurement is mostly related to a way that PD
manifest itself. In other words, depending on the insulating media is used in an HV apparatus, the
physical characteristics of PD activities can be recognized better by a specific type of sensor. For
example, electromagnetic waves resulted from PD can propagate with lower attenuation in gases
respect to the solid or liquid dielectrics. Similarly, PD measurement situation and location is
critical on the selection of suitable sensors. For instance, because of existing external noises and
disturbances, most of the conventional sensors are not suitable for a field PD measurement, and
operators utilize a non-conventional sensor. In the following, we discuss more various types of PD
sensors and their principals.
2.3.2 Frequency Characteristics of Partial Discharge Measurement Units
As mentioned earlier, the accuracy of PD measurement is related to the characteristics of
various elements in the measuring circuit. For example, in [31], it is shown somehow, a PD pulse
can be affected by the measuring circuit. Figure 2.10 represents the result of measuring a typical
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5 nC gaussian PD pulse with a 20 ns pulse width through two various filters with 30 MHz and 5
MHz bandwidths.

Figure 2.10

Measurement of 5 nC gaussian PD signal with 20 ns pulse width through the low
pass filter circuits. (a) 30 MHz bandwidth, (b) 5 MHz bandwidth.

As shown in the figure, the selection of measuring circuits or sensors with insufficient
bandwidth change the waveshape of PD signals and cause loss of data. The amplitude and pulse
width of the original PD signal in Figure 2.10 are affected by both measuring circuits. IEC 60270
standard recommends measuring the apparent charge of PD to overcome the limitations of PD
measurement. The apparent charge is equal to the area under the captured PD signal. The apparent
charge measurement method is an alternative way of measuring PD signals without accurate
measurement of PD signal waveshape. However, the application of measuring circuits with various
transfer functions results in the PD signals with different amplitudes and durations. Consequently,
the IEC 60270 standard classifies the PD measuring units to three groups that are suitable for
different applications. These categories are explained in the following.
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-

Wide-band PD Detection Instruments
The transfer impedance Z(f) of the measuring instruments in this group has two fixed lower

(f1) and higher (f2) limit frequencies as well as a specific bandwidth Δf which their values
recommended in the standard.
30 𝑘𝐻𝑧 ≤ 𝑓1 ≤ 100 𝑘𝐻𝑧
𝑓2 ≤ 500 𝑘𝐻𝑧
100 𝑘𝐻𝑧 ≤ ∆𝑓 ≤ 400 𝑘𝐻𝑧
These types of sensors would have a well-damped response to the PD pulses in which determines
both PD current polarity and apparent charges.

-

Narrow-band PD Detection Instrument
These instruments have a narrow bandwidth ∆f with a midband frequency fm, which varies

between the below limits.
9 𝑘𝐻𝑧 ≤ ∆𝑓 ≤ 30 𝑘𝐻𝑧
50 𝑘𝐻𝑧 ≤ 𝑓𝑚 ≤ 1 𝑀𝐻𝑧
The output voltage of these sensors in the face of PD pulse is a transient oscillating voltage
whose peak is proportional to the number of charge displacements.

-

Ultra-wide-band PD Detection Instruments
Standard explains, “Partial discharges can also be detected by oscilloscopes providing

very high bandwidth or by frequency selective instruments (for example, spectrum analyzers)
together with appropriate coupling devices. The aim of application is to measure and to quantify
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the shape or the frequency spectrum of partial discharge current or voltage pulses in equipment
with distributed parameters, for example cables, rotating machines or gas insulated switchgear,
or to provide information about the physics or origin of the discharge phenomena”. Thus, the
application of sensors with the bandwidth in the range of MHz or GHz is suitable for investigating
the waveshapes of PD pulses.
Recently, the application of high frequency coupling sensors and antenna with different
types of bandwidths (e.g., VHF (30-300 MHz) and UHF (0.3-3 GHz)) has increased for PD
measurement in AC fields. As expressed earlier, the conventional PD measurement sensors detect
the apparent charge through the coupling capacitors. Their sensitivity depends on the ratio of the
coupling capacitors to the test object capacitance [32]. Therefore, the high frequency sensors could
be a good alternative for the conventional PD measuring instruments, which frequently suffering
noises in the fields. Due to the high signal to noise ratio (SNR) among the VHF and UHF sensors,
these sensors can easily suppress the external noises and disturbance. However, the determination
of the midband frequency and type of bandwidth is important for more accurate measurement [33].
2.3.3 Common types of PD Detection instruments
As mentioned, the identification of the DC PD waveform requires accurate PD detecting
instruments. These instruments vary by how PD pulses manifest themselves (e.g., discharge
current pulses, electromagnetic waves, etc.) and are divided into the subcategories of conventional
and non-conventional sensors. The conventional PD sensors refer to the detecting instruments
following the IEC 60270 criteria for bandwidth, upper, and lower frequencies. In contrast, the nonconventional ones refer to sensors such as the electromagnetic field ones that measure propagated
electromagnetic fields by PD signals in the range of 3 MHz to 3 GHz. Ultrasonic sensors capture
acoustic waves generated by PD activities, and optic sensors detect light emitted by PDs [1], [30].
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Also, the non-conventional sensors are type of sensors that have not limited to IEC 60270
limitations like frequency bandwidth or apparent charge scaling of PD signals. Examples of
conventional sensors include shunt resistors, capacitive dividers, and inductive coupling sensors
(e.g., HFCTs). Similarly, non-conventional sensors are electromagnetic field sensors (commonly
named UHF sensors) such as Loop antennas, Monopole antennas, and acoustic sensors. The
followings are a brief explanation of the most common types of PD sensors.
2.3.3.1 Shunt Resistor
A shunt resistor is one of the conventional coupling devices that operates to measure the
charges replacement currents through the connection leads. Multiple resistors could be parallel
together and make the required 50 Ω impedance to decrease the inductance of the shunt resistor
and avoid mismatching impedance in the measurement circuit. Paralleling a series of resistors in
shunt resistor sensors improve the frequency response of the sensor and is suitable for measuring
the low current for a wide range of frequencies [34].
2.3.3.2 HFCT
A current transformer converts the time-varying current into a corresponding voltage (or
current) signal that can be scaled based on the turns ratio of the transformer. Several design criteria
described in [35], including avoiding high turns ratios (results in high leakage inductance –
secondary output is less than predicted from primary and turns ratio, resulting in output error) and
evenly spacing the secondary completely around the core. The magnetic core makes potentially
from grain oriented silicon-iron for power frequency applications and metallic oxide materials
(ferrites) for high frequency current transformers (HFCT) [29]. HFCTs are common inductive
couplers installed on the ground connection of a device or sample. Current flowing along the
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conductor through the HFCT induced a voltage measured across a resistive load. The primary is
normally a single turn (straight conductor). The coupling strengthens by increasing the number of
turns in the primary.
2.3.3.3 Loop Antenna
The loop antenna functions like an inductor coil coupling with the time-varying magnetic
field of the radiated wave, inducing current into the wire loop. The sensitivity of the loop antenna
is a function of sensors orientation. In electromagnetic waves, the magnetic and electric fields are
transverse (transverse electromagnetic waves, TEM, where oscillations are perpendicular to the
propagation direction). Hence, if the magnetic field is directed perpendicular to the direction of
propagation, the loop plane should be aligned in parallel to the propagation direction of the TEM
wave for the sensor to detect the field. However, presented model for inductive coupling sensors,
as shown in Figure 2.11, consists of a mutual inductance M between the sensor and the lead passing
the displacement charge and self-inductance L of the sensor [36].

Figure 2.11

Equivalent circuit of inductive coil coupling sensors [36].
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2.3.3.4 Monopole Antenna
“A vertical cylindrical monopole element at the center of a horizontal circular ground
plane is the simplest monopole antenna geometry because its structure and radiation pattern are
both invariant in the azimuthal direction” [37]. A monopole antenna is half of a dipole antenna
placed on top of a ground plane. Assuming the plane is large enough (infinite) and perfectly
conducting, the monopole antenna will be equivalent to a dipole whose lower half is the image of
the upper half – i.e., the radiation pattern in the upper hemisphere will be identical to that of a
dipole. Infinitely large ground planes are not feasible. The larger the plane, the lower the
tilt/direction of maximum radiation (as the ground plane size approaches infinity, the radiation
pattern approaches the horizontal x-y plane). Imperfectly conducting ground has a similar impact
of tilting maximum radiation to higher angles. Radiation efficiency with perfect ground planes is
100%. An electrically short monopole element close to dielectric earth can have almost 0% [37].
Besides, edge diffraction of the ground plane, proximity to grounded objects, Fresnel reflections
can all impact sensor performance. Standard monopole measures λ/4 in height, and to function
properly, it must mount on a large conductive surface. The gain of the monopole increases as
ground plane size increases – 2 dBi for λ/2 ground plane, 3 dBi for 2λ plane, and 5 dBi for infinite
ground. In addition, the thickness of the monopole antenna determines its bandwidth (thicker
conductor, higher bandwidth), and resonant frequency can be increased by decreasing monopole
length [38]. However, the monopole antenna has been modeled by a capacitive coupling sensor in
[36] is shown in Figure 2.12. In this model, the CD is the capacitance between the head of sensor
and the opposite conductor (HV conductor in PD measurement), CStray is the leakage capacitance
between the sensor’s tip and its ground, and Z is the impedance of the connection cable.
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Figure 2.12

Equivalent circuit of capacitive coupling sensors [36].

2.3.3.5 UHF Sensors
Recently, non-conventional high-frequency coupling antennas that operate on the ranges
of UHF increasingly are used for measuring PDs in AC systems owing to their advantages such as
superior sensitivity, broad frequency range, and reduced external noise [32], [39]–[41]. The UHF
sensors that analyze PD pulses by capturing their electromagnetic fields, specifically in GIS
systems, are good alternatives to conventional PD detection sensors. These sensors are designed
and utilized in a range of frequencies between 300 MHz and 3 GHz (commonly called UHF
sensors). The sensitivities of UHF sensors employed in PD monitoring is related to parameters
such as location, type of PD, equipment dimension, PD electromagnetic fields radiation within
insulating media, frequency response, etc. [1].
However, there is too much flexibility in the design of UHF sensors, which makes them
unique for various conditions of PD measurement. The UHF sensors normally design for narrowband and wide-band applications, or even a combination of both. Figure 2.13 denotes the narrowband and wide-band ranges utilized in the PD measurement with UHF sensors. The narrow-band
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technique comprises the variable range of frequencies between 3 and 10 MHz, while the wideband designs include frequency ranges from 200 MHz to 2 GHz [1].

Figure 2.13

Example of variable bandwidth of frequency used for PD measurement with UHF
sensors [1]. (a) narrow-band technique. (b) wide-band technique.

2.3.4 Electromagnetics field of PD
The application of high frequency antenna and UHF sensors for PD measurement is a
challenging method that required good information about the electromagnetic fields radiated by
PD activities. Generally, the electromagnetic field around a radiative electromagnetic source is
divided into the near-field and far-field regions. Figure 2.14 shows the graphical view of the
radiated electromagnetic near-field and far-field waves. The boundary between these two regions
is determined by the wavelength (λ) of the radiating source. According to [42], the far-field region
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includes the normal electric or magnetic fields with electric dipole characteristics, and the ratio of
electric and magnetic fields intensities are constant. Perversely, the near field consists of multipole
type fields, where the intensities of electric and magnetic fields change independently of each other
and make the measurement in that regions more complicated.

Figure 2.14

Electromagnetic radiation fields around the electromagnetic radiative source [42].

The electromagnetic fields radiated by PD pulses are originated by the transition of
electrons within PD sources. Their frequency characteristics vary by the speed of electrons,
recovery processes, and interruptions in discharge currents [20]. Thus, each type of PD shows
different forms of electromagnetic fields due to differences in discharge mechanisms. Application
of UHF sensors in GIS has shown high-order propagation modes of TEM waves that are related
to their coaxial geometries [32], [39]. The electromagnetic fields emitted by PD discharge are
represented as a Gaussian impulse and investigated using a finite difference time domain (FDTD)
method in [43]. The results of the simulation in epoxy resin and ceramic are shown in Figure 2.15.
According to this figure, the PD electromagnetic fields propagations during the first time steps
(TS) (300th and 600th TS) is nondiffractive (for short distances of propagation), and for more
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simulation time (900th, 1200th, and 1500 TS), it would be diffractive (for long distances). This
phenomenon refers to the characteristics of near field regions in which electric field and magnetic
fields influence each other. Also, the created electromagnetic fields within the varying dielectric
materials are different. For example, the Gaussian source propagates as dipoles within the epoxy
resin and as quadrupoles sequences in ceramics.

Figure 2.15

2.4

The electromagnetic field radiation of PD discharge (Gaussian pulse) around the
epoxy resin and ceramic structures [43]

Partial Discharge Interpretation in DC

2.4.1 Individual Partial Discharge Waveshape
Two presented PD models in section 2.2 provide useful information about the discharge
mechanisms of PDs. Understanding PD mechanisms can be useful for interpreting and
distinguishing various types of PDs. In other words, the comprehensive PD patterns and providing
the fingerprints for the PD phenomenon require the accurate measurement of PD waveshapes.
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However, the discharge mechanism of a PD would be extracted from the characteristics of a PD
induced current waveshapes in both time and frequency domains.
For PD in AC, some characterize observed waveforms as a double exponential, but the
representativeness of such a model for all types of PD is questionable. Some recorded waveforms
include rise times in the hundreds of picoseconds with pulse widths extending into tens of
nanoseconds [44], [45]; other reports more Gaussian responses with rising times of approximately
100 ns and pulse width of 200 ns [29]. Frequencies have been reported in the 1-30 MHz range
[40]. Figure 2.16 depicts a generic PD pulse waveform. The corresponding PD waveform is
characterized by parameters such as amplitude, rise time (tr), decay time (td), and pulse width (t20%).

Figure 2.16

Typical PD waveform and characterization of its timing parameters.

The corresponding timing parameters of individual PD pulses are defined as follows in [6].
The amplitude refers to the difference between 0% and 100% (peak) levels of PD waveforms,
which determines the intensity of the discharges. Rise time tr is the time interval between the 10%
and 90% amplitude levels of each pulse, which varies for different types of PDs and variations in
the initiation of discharge channel growth. Decay time td is an interval between the origin
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(approximately zero levels) and 50% of PD waveform tail, which relates to the type of PD and the
end of the electron generation process through the discharge channel. In addition, t20% is the period
between 20% levels of PD waveforms, which has various values regarding the types of PDs and
the positive ion velocities passing across the discharge channel.
The same type of PD discharge (cavity/surface/etc.) can look different depending on the
utilized measuring circuit, sensor, and acquisition unit (i.e., transfer function). Moreover,
significant differences are expected among measured PD pulses in the field with ideal waveshapes
captured in the laboratory due to uncontrollable interference and the traveling wave phenomenon
(attenuation and distortions as signals propagate from an unknown remote fault site to a sensor).
Although DC PD pulse analysis has been a rare research topic, in recent years, researchers
have increasingly reported their studies on individual PD waveforms under DC stresses [8], [24],
[25], [46]–[48]. Their findings show that DC PD pulses consist of double exponential functions
and that their temporal characteristics are similar to those of AC PD pulses. The findings indicate
that individual DC PD pulses were measured accurately via properly designed high-frequency
measuring circuits and sensors with sufficiently large bandwidth. The results of captured
waveshapes of PD under DC stress using the high bandwidth measuring circuit for corona
discharge in air and oil as well as surface discharge in the air were compared by Kluteter et al.
[24], [25], [47], [49], [50] (Figure 2.17). The results of the statistical analysis on the rise time, fall
time, and amplitude parameters in that work demonstrated a low standard deviation among 1000
sequent pulses. As evident in Fig 2.16, the influence of insulating media is apparent for corona
discharge in air and oil, where the pulse width is wider for corona in the air compared to oil. Also,
both corona in air and oil accompanied by fast rise time pulses. In addition, the waveshape of
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surface discharge represents a waveshape with a fast rise and decay time. The results from Figure
2.17 confirm the necessities of various PDs waveshapes analysis in DC.

Figure 2.17

Corona and surface PD waveshapes under the DC stress [24].

2.4.2 Time-Resolved Partial Discharge (TRPD)
Investigation of the PD pulse waveshapes results in establishing patterns and fingerprints,
which could help for better interpretation and monitoring of the PD phenomenon. As we know,
the PRPD techniques are well established for AC-voltage. Fundamental quantities such as the
instantaneous value of test voltage, phase angle, apparent charge, and several discharges (pulse
count) are recorded and evaluated to derive quantities (distributions and statistical operators) used
for pattern recognition, fingerprinting, and defect identification [23]. However, such approaches
are inapplicable to DC voltages, where similar time-varying metrics are unattainable. There is no
generally accepted method for the determination of PD quantities for tests with DC-voltage. Under
DC-voltage stress, discharge pulse repetition rate can vary slowly (defined by relaxation times for
solid insulation; displacement of liquid insulation also impacts relaxation time constants). Also,
the discharge may occur during voltage change or polarity reversal but decrease under steady-state
conditions, and test voltage ripple (dependent on the source and circuit) may influence PD
characteristics [28]. However, the results of the relationship between PD characteristics and time
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parameters and some initiative patterns for a different type of PD at DC were proposed in [51],
[52]. These TRPD patterns are majorly dependent on the repetition rate and timing characteristics
of individual PD pulses, such as rise time, decay time, and pulse width. In other words, TRPD
interpretations commonly include various methods of analysis according to the individual PD
pulse characteristics versus their time of occurrences, the correlation among the succeeding and
preceding pulses, and the repetition rate of PDs [2], [6].
Moreover, TRPD methods mostly use the statistical analysis of the individual PD pulses in
quantifying their waveform characteristics and trends to find meaningful patterns. There are a
variety of TRPD methods used in the interpretation of various types of PDs. For instance, some of
these methods focus on the PD repetition rates to find trends related to the stress changes and some
pulses, while some concentrate on the corresponding PD pulse characteristics (e.g., rise and decay
times) trends [6]–[8]. Figure 2.18 provides comprehensive information about some consecutive
PD signals recorded under DC. This figure concludes all the required information for the
preparation of TRPD patterns. The variation of corresponding PD pulse regarding its successor
and predecessor pulses would provide useful information that leads to the classification of PD data.

Figure 2.18

Discharge magnitude versus successor and predecessor time intervals [51]
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Indeed, the time intervals between PD occurrences and their characteristics depend on the
discharge mechanisms of PD defects. Therefore, because of existing differences between the
various types of PDs, the parameters such as amplitude, time characteristics, and repetition rates
can be distinguished significantly. Figure 2.19 shows examples of TRPD patterns.

Figure 2.19

The examples of TRPD patterns at DC voltage. (a) Scattering plot of successor
and predecessor time interval for a cavity discharge [3], (b) 3D pattern of
discharge density versus its amplitude and pulse width in a cavity discharge [19].

As shown in Figure 2.19, plotting the extracted data from Figure 2.18 provides meaningful
information about the corresponding PD defects, which results to the clustering of PD data. For
example, Figure 2.19a represents the repetition rate information for a cavity discharge
measurement in DC. The figure shows that there is a short interval among successor and
predecessor discharges. Similarly, Figure 2.19b presents most PD data in that research had a low
amplitude with short pulse widths. Therefore, the useful information would be extracted through
the correlation among the PD waveshape characteristics and their time intervals under DC
application. However, finding the meaningful TRPD patterns require obtaining some PD data and
finding a correlation between their parameters.
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2.4.3 Frequency Domain classification of Partial Discharge
IEC60270 includes a short section related to ultra-wideband instruments for measuring and
quantifying the shape or frequency spectrum of PD current or voltage pulses, but does not provide
recommendations for the determination of PD quantities. Since quantification of apparent charge
of the PD current pulses is limited to specific scenarios and validity ranges – an observation may
be only applicable to a certain condition, device or material, or discharge form and deviate
significantly for an alternate scenario. However, Sarathi and Koperundevi [53] used the frequency
domain spectrum of floating particles PD pulse measured by UHF techniques to examine PD
activities within the DC transformer oil. The results showed the effectiveness of broadband
measurement techniques on detecting partial discharge through the PD pulse analysis. An example
of the measured signal in both time and frequency domains is provided in Figure 2.20. As seen,
the frequency domain waveform includes more useful information than the time-domain for
analysis of corresponding PD defects.

Figure 2.20

Example of floating particle PD waveshape measured by the UHF sensor in time
and frequency domains [53].
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CHAPTER III
RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

Accurate PD measurements are integral for the condition assessment and health monitoring
of medium- and high-voltage DC applications. However, the accurate measurement and
interpretation of PDs under DC stresses are more challenging than those of AC PDs accompanied
by phase-resolved information. The PRPD analysis techniques are widely used for establishing
patterns of various types of PDs (e.g., corona, cavity, and surface discharges) in AC systems.
Advantages provided by PRPD, such as convenient PD interpretation and noise rejection, are not
available in analyzing DC PDs. Therefore, utilizing individual PD pulse characteristics with
respect to time, also known as TRPD, is the only option for PD interpretation under DC stresses.
Despite the discussed difficulties and obstacles in measuring PD under DC voltage stresses, this
dissertation presents the accurate methodologies for measuring individual PD pulses.

The primary objectives of this dissertation are:
•

To investigate the feasibility of utilizing the conventional PD sensors and
electromagnetic field sensors for capturing PD pulses (chapter IV).

•

To present the design requirements of a testbed equipped with a high bandwidth
transmission line for the measurement of individual PD pulses (chapter V).
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•

To specify and design suitable electromagnetic field sensors (D-dot and B-dot) to
capture individual PD pulses (chapter VI).

•

To compare, quantify, and classify the AC and DC induced PD pulses (chapters VII
and VIII)

The outline of the succeeding chapters is listed below.
•

Chapter IV investigates the utilization of conventional and commercial
electromagnetic sensors for transient discharge measurement.

•

Chapter V describes the design, simulation, and construction of an individual PD
pulse measurement testbed and transmission line.

•

Chapter VI explains the electromagnetic field D-dot and B-dot sensors.

•

Chapter VII presents the case studies (PD sources), the individual partial discharge
waveshapes captured by D-dot, B-dot, 50 Ω resistance, and various PD
mechanisms.

•

Chapter VIII represents a quantitative analysis of individual partial discharge pulses
captured by the sensors, under both AC and DC stresses.

•

Chapter IX draws the broad conclusions of the dissertation.

•

Chapter X discusses the future outlook of this research and potential topics.

•

Chapter XI lists all journal and conference papers published by the author.
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CHAPTER IV
UTILIZATION OF CONVENTIONAL AND COMMERCIAL ELECTROMAGNETIC
SENSORS FOR TRANSIENT DISCHARGE MEASUREMENT

4.1

Motivation
As discussed in Chapter II, various types of conventional and non-conventional sensors are

used by researchers to measure PD activities. However, applying a typical sensor for measuring
PD activities does not guarantee the performance of that sensor for capturing the individual PD
pulses. In this chapter, a set of conventional and electromagnetic field sensors (with EMC
applications) are examined to measure the radiated signals and induced current by electrical
transient discharges and PD. The goal of this experiment is to understand the feasibility of these
sensors for individual PD measurement and to find individual PD test circuit requirements. The
results of this investigation help us to organize the simulation, design, and manufacturing of DC
PD measurement circuit. To achieve these goals, first, we shortly introduce the prepared sensors,
which are a combination of homemade and commercial sensors commonly used for high voltage
testing purposes. Second, as the sensors have different operational principles and responses (based
on either conduction, induction, or radiation), efforts are needed to ensure they are reacting to the
same event – i.e., the observed response is a result of the discharge, not the measurement setup or
external influence. The first experimental scenario outputs a single disruptive discharge (flashover)
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pulse using a Van de Graaff generator (height = 75 cm, diameter = 25 cm), after which the sensors
are assessed for their primary function (observing PD). Sensor sensitivity is also compared by
detecting small traveling waves along a conductor using a PD calibrator as a source. Two 4-channel
digitizers were used for data acquisition. The faster (electromagnetic) sensors were connected to a
LECROY WaveMaster 806Zi-B (6 GHz, 40 GS/s) using 18 GHz Huber+Suhner Sucoflex 106
measurement cables. The other sensors were connected to a Tektronix DPO7104 (1 GHz, 20 GS/s)
oscilloscope using RG58 coaxial cables.

4.2

Selection of Sensors

- Shunt Resistor
Figure 4.1 denotes a 50 Ω shunt resistor comprised of six 300 Ω metal-film resistors that
are coaxially paralleled. The 50 Ω shunt resistor provides a matched impedance for measuring PD
current though the connection cable and input resistance of the digitizer.

Figure 4.1

The 50 Ω shunt resistor is made by six paralleled 300 Ω metal-film resistors.
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- Current Transformer
Two commercial non-clamp HFCTs – the Pearson 110A (0.1 V/A, 20 ns rise time, 1 Hz –
20 MHz) and Power Diagnostix CT1 (0.1 V/A, 0.5 – 80 MHz). Figure 4.2 shows a picture of the
two sensors.

Figure 4.2

Pearson 110A and Power Diagnostix CT1 HFCTs.

- Loop Antenna
Two types of loop antennas used in this research are presented in Figure 4.3. The sensor in
Figure 4.3a is the Beehive Electronics 100C model loop probe (diameter r = 22 mm, the cut-off
frequency at 50 MHz). The sensor in Figure 4.3b is a loop antenna constructed by passing a single
closed loop (r = 65 mm) through a Power Diagnostix high frequency current transformer.
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Figure 4.3

Loop antenna sensors. (a) Beehive Electronics model 100C, (b) HFCT loop.

- Monopole Antenna
The electric field sensors (short monopoles) used in this research were constructed from
SMA connectors (18 GHz, 50 Ω, r = 1.275 mm beryllium copper center conductor, extending 15.9
mm past the ground plane, Figure 4.4).

Figure 4.4

Monopole antennas on varying ground planes constructed from SMA connectors.
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4.3

Disruptive Discharge

4.2.1 Monopole Antenna Position Tests
In this test, the spark discharge generated by the Van der Graff generator was examined.
12 locations are selected around the Van de Graff generator to find the best place for mounting the
monopole antenna. Figure 4.5 shows the layout of Van de Graff and the positions of the sensors.
The sensors at positions 1 and 2 directly measured the airborne radiations behind of ground and
source conductors, and the sensors at positions 3 and 4 straightly measured the propagated signals
from the discharge (Figure 4.5).

Figure 4.5

Placement of monopole antenna around Van de Graaff generator to establish
approximate radiation pattern.

According to Figure 4.6, position 2 produced the most consistent waveforms in all sensors
within this zone (in terms of amplitude, rise time, and pulse width of first major oscillation)
compared to the HFCT signal.
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Figure 4.6

Comparison between monopole antennas and HFCT. (a) Position 1, (b) Position
2, (c) Position 3, (d) Position 4.

Naturally, Position 1 results in the most inconsistent waveform as it is situated behind the
grounded sphere conductor (the HV conductor is the main radiator). The results show that the
amplitude and waveform of the HFCT sensor are in better agreement in all positions, and thus, the
measured discharges for all the positions can be assumed identical. Due to the characteristics of
HFCT, which directly measures the discharge current, its response can be considered a good
reference for describing the discharge phenomenon between source and ground conductors.
Therefore, the places where the monopole antenna showed the closest responses to that of HFCT
would be the best locations. Figure 4.6a illustrates the responses of the monopole around the
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ground conductor (position 1 in Figure 4.5), which are not similar to the waveform of HFCT. It
seems the ground conductor worked as a barrier and blocked the airborne radiations of discharge
between the conductors.
Moreover, by comparing the amplitude of the monopole sensors in Figure 4.6a, it is clear
that the left and right sides measured higher amplitude signals concerning the middle one, which
proves the barrier property of the ground conductor. By changing the position of monopole antenna
sensors and bring them closer to the discharge place and the source conductor, it is obvious that
the responses of those sensors are more similar to HFCT (Figure 4.6b to 4.6d). Furthermore, the
highest amplitude responses were measured when the sensors were near the source conductor,
which is the radiating source (Figure 4.6b), and identify the best place for mounting the sensors to
measure full breakdown in air. Additionally, there is an interesting distortion rightly before the
first peak in the responses of all monopole antenna sensors, which do not observe on HFCT
response. This should be related to the formation of discharge channels between source and ground
conductors. Thus, it can be concluded the response of the monopole antenna to the discharge
phenomenon is faster than HFCT, and based on Figure 4.6, the best place for observing the full
discharge and pre-discharge (discharge channel formation) phenomenon is close to the HV source.
4.2.2 Effect of Distance and Ground Plate on Monopole Antenna Responses
In this part, after finding the best place for mounting the monopole antenna sensors (behind
the HV source), the effects of distance from the source conductor and size of the ground plate on
the performance of monopole antenna sensors would be investigated (Figure 4.7).
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Figure 4.7

Location of samples with different sizes of ground plates around the HV source.

Figure 4.8 shows the response of the sensor for 25, 50, 100, and 150 cm far away from the
source conductor. As shown, the sensitivity of the sensor is a function of distance from the
discharge place; by increasing the distance, the amplitude of response dropped by five times, and
wave shape was significantly destroyed for distances more than 50 cm.

Figure 4.8

The responses of monopole antenna respect to distances from HV source. (a) 25
cm, (b) 50 cm, (c) 100 cm, (d) 150 cm.
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The ground plate affects the sensitivity of monopole antenna sensors and significantly
improves it. Three different diameters flat ground plates are provided to find the right side of the
ground plate in our research. Also, their performance is shown in Figure 4.9 for various distances
from the HV source.

Figure 4.9

Responses of monopole antenna with different size ground plates for different
distances, 50 cm (top), 100 cm (middle), and 150 cm (bottom), from HV source.

Due to Figure 4.9, for 50 cm far from the source conductor, the wave shapes of all sensors
are the same as that of HFCT, but the sensor with medium size ground plate has the stronger peak
than the rest. Although by increasing the distance, the sensor with medium and small size ground
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plates have more sensitivity than the large one, their wave shapes are destroyed and not more
similar to that of larger ones and HFCT. Therefore, using the monopole antenna with larger ground
plates promote the application of sensors for further distances.
4.2.3

Loop Antenna (Inductive Sensor) Position Tests
The other type of wireless sensors used for measuring the full discharge between the source

and ground conductors is a loop antenna. For finding the best place for mounting the loop antenna
sensors, two types of them were chosen for performing this test. Two scenarios were assumed to
find the performance of sensors around the discharge place and the discharge current lead.

Figure 4.10

Comparison of Loop antenna sensors response at different places. (a) Around the
discharge place, (b) behind the HV source, (c) 5 cm on top of the ground lead, (d)
less than 1 cm on top of the ground lead.
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Figure 4.10 illustrates the application of loop antenna for measuring the discharge between
source and ground conductors. It is clear in Figure 4.10a to 4.10c that changing of sensors locations
around the discharge place have no significant effects on the measurement of discharge
phenomenon, but placing the sensors around the ground connection, where the strength of
magnetic fields is high, their responses became fairly similar to that of HFCT (Figure 4.10d).
Therefore, it can be concluded that the magnetic field around the discharge place is not as much
as loop antenna sensors to capture it, but it is strong enough to be measured by loop antennas
around ground connections. Moreover, the responses of the loop antenna in Figure 4.10d show
that the sensitivity of the HFCT-loop is more than the Yellow Loop antenna because of its bigger
diameter.

4.4

Anechoic Chamber Tests
Repeating the previous measurements inside the Anechoic chamber allowed uss to

compare the monopole antennas, loop antennas, HFCTs, and shunt resistor without significant
external distortions. Two monopole antennas were used – one with a flat ground plane (r = 180
mm) and another with a similar diameter spherical ground plane. Also, a measurement was
performed in an anechoic chamber (Figure 4.11) to minimize reflection during the tests.
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Figure 4.11

Van de Graaff generator and sensors inside the anechoic chamber.

As evident from Figure 4.11, all sensors respond to the discharge source in some manner.
The antennas (monopole and loop), responding to airborne electromagnetic radiation, clearly have
a faster response (shorter rise time and pulse width). The yellow Loop antenna exhibits a transient
oscillation with both positive and negative peaks (typical to narrowband instruments, as explained
earlier). The monopoles produce a distinguishable main surge followed by smaller oscillation,
while the current transformers (HFCT and Pearson) observe almost identical damped single
oscillation with a different polarity. The shunt produced similar trends to the HFCT, but slightly
faster and (right/positive) skewed main oscillation. The HFCT loop sensor produced unreasonable
oscillations. The investigated scenario is idealistic – quite distant from a typical high voltage (high
interference) environment. Furthermore, the signals emitted from disruptive discharge are
considerably greater than those produced by PD. A more representative input signal must be used
to assess the suitability of the investigated sensors for PD applications.
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Figure 4.12

4.5

The response of all investigated sensors to discharge measured inside the anechoic
chamber (amplitude normalized for improved visualization of waveforms).

AC Partial Discharge Waveshape Measurement
It is common to simulate the different types of PD on a laboratory scale through the

sandwich samples. Therefore, in this thesis, two forms of PD were investigated – corona and cavity
discharge (Figure 4.13). Shunt resistor and current transformers were placed on the ground
connection of the sample while the distance of the monopole antennas was varied for optimal
response. The loop antenna was placed in the proximity of the sample ground wire.

Figure 4.13

Left – corona source using rod-plane conductor configuration; right – cavity
discharge using void inside epoxy resin sample.
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Figure 4.14

Measured partial discharge waveforms – time domain on the left side, and frequency
domain on the right side. (a) positive streamer (corona) discharge, (b) Trichel pulses,
and (c) cavity discharge
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For corona discharge, only the shunt resistor, Pearson CT, HFCT, and loop antenna observing
current in the ground path were able to detect strong positive streamers (2.3 nC). The loop antenna
and Pearson had poor signal quality (low SNR), as evident in Figure 4.14a. However, the shunt
and HFCT detected small Trichel pulses upon the onset of corona discharge (Figure 4.14b). For
the monopole antenna to detect a signal, it had to be brought into such proximity that corona was
igniting directly at the tip of the probe conductor and risking flashover. Internal cavity discharge
within the resin sample produced relatively large PD signals (12 nC). This discharge was detected
by the monopole antenna (20 cm from the source), but as a very different waveform, as evident in
Figure 4.14c. Such differences are expected, considering that the airborne electromagnetic wave
first needs to propagate through the resin insulation into the surrounding air, while other
conducting circuit leads also radiate signals.

4.6

Traveling Wave Measurement
It is clear that PD events are highly varying and dependent on a vast multitude of factors,

thus making it difficult to compare sensors responding to a different stimulus (radiative vs.
conductive/inductive). To reduce the number of variables and yet again simplify the assessment of
sensor performance, the focus was shifted away from the PD phenomenon itself and directed
toward a simpler single excitation of comparable magnitude and speed to PD. A PD calibrator
(“Reference Pulse (Black), 10-90% rise time = 3 ns, 50% pulse width = 6 ns, in Figure 10) was
connected to a length of bare copper wire and set to output 1 nC. The different sensors were aligned
along the wire to observe the traveling signal (resulting magnetic and electric fields). The
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monopole antennas were unable to detect any signal. However, both loop antennas presented
exhibit responses to the calibrator pulse.

Figure 4.15

4.7

The response of sensors to propagating PD calibrator pulse along the conductor.

DC Partial Discharge Waveshape Measurement
The DC test setup was prepared by using the Haefely multi-test system (MTS) through

rectifying the HVAC transformer by two diodes and charging a 200 kV, 15 nF capacitor, which is
shown in Figure 4.16. As can be seen, two types of sensors, shunt resistor (conventional) and
HFCT (nonconventional), were mounted in the measuring system to capture the charge
displacement through the ground lead.
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Figure 4.16

Experimental PD test under DC stress. (a) Test setup, (b) Corona test sample.

Also, Figure 4.17 shows the measured positive corona pulse shape, which is compared by
that of AC in both time and frequency domains. According to the figure, the DC corona pulse has
a faster rise-time than AC, which is proven by both shunt and HFCT sensors. Moreover, the pulse
width of corona pulses at DC is smaller than that of AC. In contrast, there are no significant
differences in the sensors’ responses in frequency.
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Figure 4.17

4.8

Comparison of AC and DC positive corona pulses in both time-domain (top) and
frequency-domain (bottom) through conventional and nonconventional sensors.

Summary
This chapter dealt with utilizing some conventional PD sensors and high bandwidth EMC

electromagnetic sensors to measure individual PD pulses. The obtained results explain:
-

No meaningful information can be extracted by comparing the employed sensors
because of the frequency response limitations or signal attenuations.

-

It is difficult to measure PD pulses through any type of electromagnetic sensors; thus,
specific consideration is required to utilize the electromagnetic field sensors for
individual PD measurement.

Therefore, the mentioned challenges with applying non-conventional sensors are related to
the subjects like their sensitivity and location issues, which should be improved for the precise
measurement of PD waveshapes. Improving the sensitivity of sensors requires to design a better
sensor and transmission line, which need more simulation and experimental activities.
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CHAPTER V
DESIGN AND MANUFACTURING OF TESTBED AND TRANSMISSION LINE

5.1

Motivation
According to the information provided in Chapter III, PD measurement requires sensitive

coupling devices and perfectly matched impedance measuring circuits, which includes an ideal
transmission line and a high bandwidth data acquisition system. Furthermore, this Chapter aims to
propose a method to design and develop a test setup with an ideal transmission line suitable for
individual PD waveshape measurement through both the experimental and numerical methods.
Indeed, the main goal of this Chapter is to integrate all test elements in a unique testbed, which
follows the IEC standard 60270 criteria. Figure 5.1 shows the AC PD measurement circuit
suggested by IEC standard 60270 [28].

Z
U

Ca

MI

Ck
Zmi CD
CC

Figure 5.1

Schematic of the partial discharge measurement circuit
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As it is seen, the PD measurement circuit includes an HV source (U), filter (Z), coupling
capacitor (Ck), test object (Ca), coupling device (CD with input impedance Zmi), connecting cable
(CC), and measuring instrument (MI). It should be mentioned that the application of filter in PD
measurement is optional and usually is used to suppress background noises from the source side.
In this work, since we are using a PD free HV source, we do not use any type of filter to improve
background noise. However, the other elements, such as the coupling capacitor, PD source
samples, transmission line, and sensors, should be designed.

5.2

Testbed Preparation

5.2.1 Design
Due to the lack of standards for DC PD measurement, recommended configuration of a
high bandwidth testbed that measures individual PD pulses reported by Klueter et al. in [24] is
used in this work. The testbed is shown in Figure 5.2. As shown in the figure, the testbed consists
of a cap that connects to a high voltage supply. An insulating spacer separates the grounded shield
from the energized top conductor. Also, an air-filled coupling capacitor between the HV cap and
the shield conductor isolates the PD sources from external noise and disturbances (ground
conductor). Besides, a matching 50 Ω conical transmission line (coaxial configuration) that
terminates the PD source to an N-Type, which grounds the entire testbed through the oscilloscope.
In addition, PD sources are mounted between the coupling capacitor and the center conductor of
the conical transmission line. The coaxial symmetry of the testbed design simplifies simulation
and machining.
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Figure 5.2

Cutaway view of the designed testbed for the investigation of individual PD.

To verify the performance of the testbed, we assume a case in which a needle is connected
to the coupling capacitor facing the center conductor of the transmission line. Applying high
voltage DC to the HV cap connected to the needle increases the electric field at the tip of the
needle. As the voltage exceeds the required voltage of breakdown, after elapsing stochastic time
lags (describe in [6]), corona PD occurs on the tip of the needle. Subsequently, the displacement
of electrons in the gap between the needle tip and the center conductor of the transmission line
flows current through the conical transmission line and received by the oscilloscope. Appropriate
sensors measure the discharge current generated by PD.
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5.2.2 Finite Element Analysis Simulation
For the accurate design of the testbed, all parts are simulated in COMSOL Multiphysics to
finalize the dimensions. Through the simulation, required clearances are determined, and electric
field distributions are analyzed to ensure corona-free conditions. Generally, COMSOL
Multiphysics is commercial software that provides finite element analysis of various materials
such as solids, liquid, and gases used for electrical, mechanical, chemical, etc. application.
COMSOL widely uses in the field of high voltage engineering to simulate the electric field and
voltage distributions across the insulating materials.
The testbed design simulation in this work was performed through the Electrostatics
module of COMSOL software. Initially, two important limitations were considered through the
design. First, the dimension limitation in manufacturing the testbed. The lathe machine
manufactures all the testbed elements at the Electrical and Computer Engineering building. The
lathe machine allows the machining of objects by 90mm diameter. Therefore, the dimension of the
object affects the general size of testbed elements and their clearances. Second, the shape and
clearance of testbed elements should be calculated somehow to avoid exceeding the electric field
more than 3kV/mm. This electric field limitation is the breakdown field of atmospheric pressure
air and should be considered to avoid corona discharge, specifically around sharp edges and
discontinuities among different parts.
The 2D axisymmetric geometry of the designed testbed by considering the corresponding
limitation is shown in Figure 5.3. As the electric field inside the conductive material (e.g., metals)
is equal to zero, the COMSOL simulation only requires the drawing of conductive material
boundaries with insulating media. In contrast, as the electric field within the insulating media is
non-zero, then those media should draw as solid objects. Therefore, as it is illustrated in Figure
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5.3, we just draw the metallic parts of our testbed with some lines which represent their boundaries.
Consequently, the solid areas with gray color are the insulating media, which is filled mostly by
air except for the blue color part that is an insulating spacer between the HV cap and shielding
wall that is made by plastic.

Figure 5.3

Sketch view of a designed testbed for measurement of partial discharge in
COMSOL.

After finalizing the geometry of the testbed, the distribution of electric fields and voltage
alongside the testbed were examined. Thus, we connected a needle at the bottom of the coupling
capacitor, which works as a corona discharge source, and applied a 20 kV DC voltage to the HV
cap and other connected element boundaries. The electric shielding wall and the outer conductor
of the transmission line were assumed as a ground conductor. Also, the center conductor of the
transmission line that will be grounded through the measuring cable and internal resistance of the
oscilloscope was considered as a floating potential conductor. After that, the custom triangular
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meshes with adjustable sizes between 0.05 and 1mm are selected for meshing the testbed.
Consequently, the result of the simulation is provided in Figure 5.4.

Figure 5.4

2D axisymmetric simulation of DC PD testbed. (a) Voltage distribution (kV),
a) Electric field distribution (kV/mm),

According to the results, the applied voltage of 20 kV is evenly distributed, as shown in
Figure 5.4a among the high voltage cap, coupling capacitor, and grounded shield conductors. As
shown in Figure 5.4b, blue colors demonstrate the electric fields below 1 kV/mm. In addition,
electric fields are strong around sharp edges, corners, and the interfaces among spacer and metal
parts. Hence, the electric fields are reduced by applying larger radii on the edges to achieve values
under 3 kV/mm. The highest electric field values of each part in the testbed are shown in Figure
5.4b at 20 kV.
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5.2.3

Manufacturing of Testbed
All the metal parts of the designed testbed were manufactured by the lathe machine located

at the Electrical and Computer Engineering department, and the insulating parts were
manufactured by a 3D printer located at the same place. Figures 5.5 represent some photos that
were taken during machining.

Figure 5.5

The preparation process of different parts of the testbed. a-b) Transmission line
outer and inner conductors, (c) Coupling capacitor, (d) HV cap, (e) Supporting
rim and insulation spacer, (f) Overall view of all prepared parts of the testbed.
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Figure 5.5a and 5.5b demonstrate the outer and inner conductors of the transmission line
with radiuses about 38mm and 15.5mm, respectively. The height of the transmission line is 80mm;
the transmission line dimension will discuss with more details in the following paragraphs. Figure
5.5c represents the coupling capacitor with a 29mm radius, 30mm height, and 12mm radius of
round edges. In addition, Figures 5.5d and 5.5e indicate HV cap and insulating parts, respectively.
The radius of the HV cap is about 44mm, and its height is 30mm. The inner radius of the spacer,
which isolates the HV cap from the grounding wall, is 38mm, and its thickness is 6mm. The inner
and outer radiuses of the supporting rim are according to the transmission line conductors sizes.
Moreover, Figure 5.5f shows the overall view of the prepared parts. As seen in this figure, the HV
cap connects to the coupling capacitor through a coupler and PD sources bolts between the
coupling capacitor and center conductor of the transmission line.

5.3

Transmission Line Preparation
Transmission lines are widely used in the measurement circuits of transient and high-

frequency phenomena. Various transmission lines work as waveguiding structures that provide
paths for signals to travel with minimal reflection and impedance mismatch. In individual PD pulse
measurement, it is important to connect the PD source to a measurement device without external
disturbances. A transmission line with impedance matched with all the measurement apparatus
(e.g., connectors, coaxial cables) and a DAQ system is designed to ensure the noise-free condition.
5.3.1 Design [54]
There are different types of transmission line designs that are mostly used in radio
frequency circuits. The most common type of transmission line uses widely everywhere is a
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coaxial cable. As seen in Figure 5.6a, a coaxial cable comprises a center conductor and an outer
conductor (some cables have an extra shielding layer) attached by a layer of dielectric material
(e.g., polyethylene). Coaxial cables are available in a wide range of frequencies and suitable for
various measuring circuits. These cables consist of layers of conductors that improve the shielding.
The coaxial configuration provides a uniform area for propagating electric and magnetic fields
within the transmission line, which are isolated from external disturbances. The most important
parameter that should always be considered in designing a coaxial transmission line is its
characteristic impedance. Many measurement circuits are designed for 50Ω impedance (e.g.,
Oscilloscopes), and it is critical to design a transmission line with a 50Ω impedance for perfect
impedance matching and avoid reflection and attenuation of the original signal.

Figure 5.6

Schematics of a cylindrical shape coaxial transmission lines

As mentioned, the cylindrical coaxial cables depending on their applications, can be
designed with different impedances, different materials, and bandwidths, but their characteristic
impedances (Z0) are obtained approximately through the following Equation [55].
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𝑍0 =

1 𝜇
𝑅2
60
𝑅2
√ 𝑙𝑛 ( ) ≈
𝑙𝑛 ( )
2𝜋 𝜀
𝑅1
𝑅1
√𝜀𝑟

(5.1)

Where µ and ε are dielectric permeability and permittivity, respectively, also, R2 is an outer
conductor radius, and R1 is the radius of the inner conductor. As it is clearly shown in Equation
(5.1), the changing of coaxial cable conductors’ radiuses determines its characteristics impedance.
Therefore, applying a cylindrical shape coaxial transmission line to measure the PD pulses would
be difficult because most of the PD measuring testbeds are connected to the DAQ systems through
a flat ground plate. In this case, if the center conductor of the transmission line is considered as
that flat ground conductor (i.e., R1≈1.5-2 cm), the dimension of the PD testbed’s transmission line
would be significantly bigger than the size of the connecting cable and provides the termination
issues.
An alternative method has been recommended in [24], [25] is a conical shape coaxial
transmission line. As illustrated in Figure 5.2, the best configuration for terminating the PD source
to the measuring circuit is using a conical transmission line. The upper surface of the conical
transmission line provides enough planner surface for the PD source installation (e.g., the needleplane configuration which simulates PD at sharp tips). The tapered diameter of the conical
transmission line enables proper PD signal termination to RF connectors such as N-type and UHF
connectors at the end of the testbed. The schematic of a conical shape coaxial transmission line is
presented in Figure 5.7.
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Figure 5.7

Schematics of a conical shape coaxial transmission lines.

Same as cylindrical shape coaxial transmission line, the characteristics impedance of a
conical transmission line depends on the dimension of that and calculates by the following [55].

𝑍0 =

𝑡𝑎𝑛(1⁄2 𝜃2 )
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)
𝑙𝑛 (
√𝜀𝑟
𝑡𝑎𝑛(1⁄2 𝜃1 )

(5.2)

Where θ1 and θ2 are the angles of the center and outer conductors of the transmission line,
respectively. Also, 𝜀𝑟 is the relative permittivity of insulation between inner and outer

conductors of the transmission line.
5.3.2 Finite Element Analysis Simulation
A numerical analysis is performed to design the conical transmission line while accounting
for the manufacturing limitations. The main purpose of the numerical analysis is to examine the
effect of the transmission line dimensions on its matching characteristics. The COMSOL
Multiphysics’ Radio Frequency (RF) module has been employed to simulate the requirements of
a conical transmission line. The RF module has some physics interfaces to simulate traveling
electromagnetic waves along a transmission line in both frequency and time domains. The
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simulations were performed in both 2D axisymmetric and 3D dimensions. The geometry of the
designed transmission line is presented in Figure 5.8. The 2D axisymmetric simulations are
suitable for saving the memories during the parametric simulations for finding the optimal
dimensions which meet both manufacturing and bandwidth limitations. Also, 3D simulations
provide the advantages for observing the electromagnetic field propagations along the designed
transmission line [54]. This feature can help us determine the best location for mounting sensors.

Figure 5.8

Sketch view of conical transmission line. (a) 2D axisymmetric, (b) 3D view [54].

As mentioned earlier, to achieve the optimized dimensions for our conical transmission
line, which meets both manufacturing and impedance matching criteria, we performed a
parametric simulation in 2D axisymmetric. The parametric simulation only includes the inner
conductor angle (θ1) and the transmission line (L). Indeed, understanding of these parameters is
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enough for forming a conical transmission line because the outer conductor angle (θ1) can be
calculated by replacing 50Ω instead of Z0 in Equation (5.2).

𝜃2 = 2 × 𝑡𝑎𝑛−1 (𝑒

5√𝜀𝑟
6

1
𝑡𝑎𝑛( 𝜃1 ))
2

(5.3)

The values of step changes for the corresponding parameters in parametric sweep
simulation are shown in Table 5.1
Table 5.1

The step changes of frequency, θ1, and L in parametric sweep simulation.
Frequency (MHz)

θ1 (deg)

L (mm)

0.1:5:6000

10:5:20

80:30:140

According to Table 5.1, the frequency changes from 100 kHz to 6 GHz by steps of 5 MHz.
Similarly, θ1 adjusts between 10 and 20 degrees by step of 5 degrees, and L values change between
80mm and 140 mm by step of 30 mm. The main reason for selecting the corresponding values and
steps for θ1 and L is the existing limitation for the diameter of our lathe machine, which is about
90mm. Also, according to our experience during simulation, there was no significant difference
among smother steps for adjusting the corresponding parameters. In addition, to apply a voltage
and current excitations to the transmission line, a coaxial Lumped Port node was used to figure out
the input and output terminals with an impedance equal to 50Ω (red line on top and bottom of the
transmission line in Figure 5.8a).
5.3.2.1 Frequency-domain Simulations
Figure 5.9 shows the simulation results of a parametric sweep in the COMSOL RF module.
S-parameters such as S11 and S21 were employed to measure reflections and losses along the
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transmission line. S11 is the forward reflection coefficient (input match) at port 1, and S21 is the
forward transmission coefficient (gain or loss) from port 1 to port 2 when port 2 terminated in a
perfect match. The port 1 and port 2 concept will be discussed later in this section.

Figure 5.9

The frequency response of conical transmission lines. (a) S11: reflection
coefficient, (b) S21: forward transmission.

Generally, the S11 values below -10dB and S21 values higher than -3dB can be assumed
as acceptable criteria for a transmission line and determine the bandwidth. According to Figure
5.9a, it can be overly concluded increase of both angle and length of a conical transmission line
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increase the amount of reflection (S11). For example, the transmission line with θ1=20o and
L=140mm reaches the -10dB level at f=3GHz, while the transmission line with θ1=10o and
L=80mm does not reach -10dB by 6GHz (i.e., around -22dB). Similarly, this is true in the case of
attenuation along the transmission line (S21). According to Figure 5.9b, the transmission line with
θ1=20o and L=140mm has a lower cut-off frequency f=3GHz among the other cases. However, as
the reported individual PD pulses have a rise time in the range of hundreds of ps or slower, it seems
all the assumed cases satisfy the PD measurement requirements. Therefore, the machining
limitation should only be considered to select the right for our transmission line. Consequently,
the conical transmission line with θ1 = 15o, θ2 = 33.7o, and L = 80 mm specifications that provide
low reflection and high cut-off frequency (higher than 6 GHz) has been selected.
5.3.2.2 Time-Domain Simulations
As mentioned, one of the most important reasons for the design of transmission lines and
understanding their S-parameters is the precise measurement of transient phenomena like PD. In
this section, the effect of conical transmission line specifications (angle and length) changes on its
timing response has been investigated. Figure 5.10 shows the responses of considered transmission
lines in previous parametric simulation to two double-exponential pulses that represent individual
PD pulses. The pulse has rising times equal to 500 ps and 1 ns.
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Figure 5.10

The time-domain response of designed transmission lines. (a) Example of applied
pulse, (b) response to 500ps rise-time pulse, (c) response to 1ns rise-time pulse.
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According to Figure 5.10b, all the assumed transmission lines in the parametric sweep
simulation could propagate the 500ps rise-time pulse with tiny reflections and attenuation. In this
mean, the transmission with θ1=20o and L=140mm, which had lower frequency response, has
higher reflection values around 1.75ns. It should be mentioned because of length changes among
the cases; the reflection time is different among waveforms. In contrast, by applying a signal two
times slower, all the assumed cases in parametric simulation present similar responses.
As an example, for better understanding the effect of a non-suitable transmission line on
the measurement circuits of individual PD circuit, Figure 5.11 shows the response of a
transmission line with a bandwidth about 200 MHz to a signal a fast double exponential pulse with
rising time about 500ps. In this case, the waveshape of the traveling signal disturbs due to a
mismatch of impedance among the transmission line and other parts of the circuit.

Figure 5.11

The response of a short bandwidth transmission line to a 500ps rise-time pulse.
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5.3.2.3 3-D Simulation
For a good image of the electromagnetic wave propagation, the 3D model of the
transmission line was simulated in COMSOL. Figure 5.12a demonstrates the direction of the
power signal traveling downward the transmission line (blue color arrow), electric field (red color
arrows), and magnetic fields (green color arrows). Accordingly, it is concluded from Figure 5.12a
that the electric and magnetic fields in our designed transmission line are transverse waves. TEM
is a mode of wave where their oscillations are perpendicular to the propagation direction. Also,
the magnetic flux density (H) within the gap between the conductors that are filled by air has been
displayed in both Figure 5.12a and 5.12b. The end of the transmission line, where terminates to
connectors, has the highest intensity. Therefore, that area could be a suitable place for mounting
loop sensors (e.g., B-dot). Figure 5.12b shows the electric field (red arrows) and magnetic field
(green arrows) directions and surface current density at the sampling frequency of 1GHz.

Figure 5.12

3D simulation of the conical transmission line in the COMSOL. (a) Side view of
signal propagation. (b) Top view of electric and magnetic fields at 1GHz.
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5.3.3 Frequency Response Measurement of Manufactured Transmission line
After finding the right angle and length of the conical transmission line, it was
manufactured, as shown in Figure 5.5. To measure the s-parameters of the manufactured
transmission line, two conical transmission lines are connected back to back such that both ends
are connected to a network analyzer. Figure 5.13 shows the connected transmission lines and the
frequency response measurement circuit. As shown in Figure 5.13a, the two identical transmission
lines are connected reversely to provide an even 50Ω waveguide. Both ends of assembled
transmission lines are connected to the N-type connectors.

Figure 5.13

Frequency Response measurement of the manufactured transmission line.
a) Preparation of transmission line. (b) Test circuit connection. Note: The graphs
shown on the screen of the NA are mere examples.
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Also, as demonstrated in Figure 5.13b, the KEYSIGHT FieldFox Analyzer N9917A is used
to measure the frequency response of the transmission line. Generally, the network analyzers are
equipped by two ports, commonly called Port1 and Port 2, and connect to the test object.
Depending on the measurement, both of Port1 and Port2 connectors can be connected to the test
object or either of those can be connected. After that, a specific amount of power with various
frequencies is injected into the test object, and the values of the reflected signal and transferred
one to the other port are measured to calculate the frequency response of a test object. The
measured parameters are commonly called S-parameters and present in the frequency range.
Therefore, S11 is the forward reflection coefficient (input match) at port 1, and S21 is the forward
transmission coefficient (gain/loss) from port 1 to port 2 when port 2 terminated in a perfect match.

Figure 5.14

The frequency responses of the manufactured transmission line. (a) Reflection
coefficient S11, (b) Attenuation coefficient S21.
70

However, we connected both ends of our transmission line to the network analyzer’s Port1
and Port2 to find its reflection (S11) and attenuation (S21) parameters. The results of the frequency
response measurement are presented in Figure 5.14. As shown in Figure 5.14a, the designed
conical transmission line reflection is less than -10dB up to 2.2GHz. Moreover, the cut-off
frequency (-3dB level) of S21 of the transmission line in Figure 5.14b is higher than 3 GHz. The
obtained results are not exactly following the simulation results in Figure 5.9 due to the differences
between the ideal assumptions of the simulation (purely 50 Ω coaxial lumped port) and the actual
experimental setup. However, measurements shown in Figure 5.14 suggest that the designed
transmission line has a sufficiently wide bandwidth and low reflections and attenuations, thus
suitable for individual pulse measurements of PDs with dominant frequencies lower than 2.2 GHz.

5.4

Summary
This Chapter presented the design requirements of corresponding testbeds for the analysis

of individual PD pulses. First, all IEC 60270 requirements for PD measurement circuit are taken
into account and designed. Subsequently, the detailed dimensions of the testbed are determined
through FEA simulation using Comsol Multiphysics. In addition, a 50 Ω coaxial TL that provides
a reflection-free path for PD pulse-induced current and electromagnetic waves is designed and
constructed. Finally, the designed testbed ensures a PD-free environment up to 20 kV and is
equipped with a transmission line with a bandwidth of 2.2 GHz. The designed transmission line
provides a low-loss and low-reflection path for the propagation of individual PD pulses.
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CHAPTER VI
ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD D-DOT AND B-DOT SENSORS PREPARATION

6.1

Motivation
The obtained results of the experiments performed in Chapter IV confirm the necessitate

of utilizing the high frequency sensors to precise recording of the individual PD waveshapes. Nonconventional electromagnetic field sensors are a set of inductive (e.g., loop antenna) or capacitive
(e.g., monopole antenna) coupling sensors that capture electromagnetic waves and react to a very
fast transient phenomenon in the HF/VHF/UHF ranges. To clarify, non-conventional
electromagnetic field sensors are not installed within the current path of PDs, unlike the
conventional PD sensors that directly measure PD current. This chapter aims to present the
requirement of electromagnetic field sensors design for PD application. Indeed, two differentiating
type non-conventional electromagnetic field sensors, D-dots and B-dots, are developed in this
Chapter to respectively measure the electric and magnetic fields radiated by the individual PD
pulses.

6.2

Design of D-dot and B-dot Sensors
The D-dots and B-dots are capacitive and inductive coupling electromagnetic field sensors,

respectively, with a low price, simple design, compact size, and very high frequency response
ranges [56]. Also, convenience in the calibration process of the D-dot and B-dot sensors and their
sensitivities comparable with the existing electromagnetic sensors make them more suitable for
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the measurement of transient voltages and currents. Using the D-dot and B-dot sensors to measure
pulses with pico-seconds rising times in pulsed power applications have been reported in [36],
[56].
6.2.1 D-dot Design
Figure 6.1 presents the schematic of D-dot mounted on the designed transmission line and
its equivalent circuit regarding the provided model in [36], [56]. As shown in Figure 6.1a, the Ddot sensor is capacitively coupled via CD-dot and Cpar with the center conductor and the shielding
of the transmission line, respectively. The parasitic capacitances (Cpar) in Figure 6.1b are parallel
with the characteristic impedances of connecting cable (Zcable). Therefore, induced voltage by the
discharge current of individual PD (V(iPD)) is calculated by Equation (6.1) [36].

Figure 6.1

Specification of D-dot sensor. (a) Schematic of D-dot mounted within a conical
transmission line. (b) Equivalent circuit of D-dot sensors.

𝑉(𝑖𝑃𝐷 ) = (

𝑡
𝐶𝐷𝑑𝑜𝑡 + 𝐶𝑝𝑎𝑟
1
) 𝑉𝐷𝑑𝑜𝑡 +
∫ 𝑉𝐷𝑑𝑜𝑡 𝑑𝑡
𝐶𝐷−𝑑𝑜𝑡
𝑍𝑐𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒 𝐶𝐷𝑑𝑜𝑡 0
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(6.1)

Consequently, by converting Equation (6.1) into the frequency domain, the transfer
function of the D-dot sensor (HD-dot(jω)) is obtained as in Equation (6.2) [36].

𝐻𝐷−𝑑𝑜𝑡 (𝑗𝜔) =

𝑉𝐷𝑑𝑜𝑡 (𝑗𝜔)
𝑗𝜔𝐶𝐷𝑑𝑜𝑡 𝑍𝑐𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒
=
𝑉𝑖𝑃𝐷 (𝑗𝜔)
𝑗𝜔(𝐶𝐷𝑑𝑜𝑡 + 𝐶𝑝𝑎𝑟 ) + 1

(6.2)

Equation (6.2) shows that the D-dot sensor operates as a differentiating sensor for
frequencies that satisfy jω(CDdot + Cpar) ≪ 1. On the other hand, the sensor operates in a
proportional mode (i.e., self-integrating mode) for frequencies that satisfy jω(CDdot + Cpar) ≫ 1.
Generally, the size of the sensor tip (flat head area) and the distance of the sensor from the center
conductor of the transmission line (location) determines the value of the CD-dot. Accordingly, the
CD-dot of Equation (6.2) determines the sensitivity and upper-band frequency of differentiating
mode.
6.2.2 B-dot Design
According to the obtained results in Figure 5.12, to utilize high-intensity magnetic fields
occurring at the bottom end of the conical transmission line, where it is terminated to an N-type
connector, the B-dot sensor was placed near the bottom. Figure 6.2 represents the schematic of the
B-dot sensor at the bottom of the designed transmission line and its equivalent circuit based on the
provided model in [36], [56]. As shown in Figure 6.2, the model of B-dot consists of a mutual
inductance M between the sensors and the center conductor of the transmission line and a selfinductance L of the sensor. Also, Figure 6.2b shows the equivalent circuit of the B-dot sensor in
which the L connects in parallel with the characteristic impedance of the connecting cable.
Therefore, the induced PD pulse discharge current can be calculated through Equation (6.3) [56].
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Figure 6.2

Specification of B-dot sensor. (a) Schematic of B-dot mounted at the bottom of
the designed conical transmission line. (b) Equivalent circuit of B-dot sensors.

𝐼𝑃𝐷

𝑡
1
𝐿
= (
𝑉
+ ∫ 𝑉𝐵𝑑𝑜𝑡 𝑑𝑡)
𝑀 𝑍𝑐𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒 𝐵𝑑𝑜𝑡
0

(6.3)

Subsequently, the transfer function of the B-dot sensor is modeled as follows [56].

𝐻𝐵𝑑𝑜𝑡 (𝑗𝜔) =

𝑉𝐵𝑑𝑜𝑡 (𝑗𝜔)
𝑗𝜔𝑀
=
𝐿
𝐼𝑃𝐷 (𝑗𝜔)
𝑗𝜔 𝑍
+1
𝑐𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒

(6.4)

Equation (6.4) shows that the B-dot sensor performs in a differentiating mode at
frequencies that satisfy 𝑗𝜔
frequencies that satisfy 𝑗𝜔

𝐿
𝑍𝑐𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒
𝐿
𝑍𝑐𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒

≪ 1. On the other hand, it works in a proportional mode for
≫ 1. The value of M in Equation (6.2) is a function of the

distance between the B-dot loop and the center conductor of the transmission line. Also, the size
of the B-dot loop and wire thickness determine the value of L. By adjusting the M and L values,
the sensitivity and upper-band frequency of the differentiating mode can be controlled. However,
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it should be noted; the sensors should be operated in either of the two modes (differentiating or
proportional) within a given bandwidth to enable consistency in the distinguishing process of
signals.

6.3

Finite Element Analysis Simulation

6.3.1 D-dot Sensor Simulation
According to Figure 6.3, which demonstrates the direction of electric and magnetic fields,
we mounted our sensors around the designed transmission line. As shown in Figure 6.3, the D-dot
sensor mounted on the sidewall of the shielding conductor of the transmission line. This position
resulted in the propagated electric fields caused by traveling PD discharge current touch the D-dot
sensor perpendicularly.

Figure 6.3

Location of D-dot sensor around the transmission line in simulation.

Referring to equations (6.1) and (6.2), the location and size of a D-dot sensor affect the
characteristics, e.g., its sensitivity through changing the coupling capacitance and parasitic
capacitance. To achieve this goal, we performed a parametric simulation in the RF module of
COMSOL to find an optimized dimension for making a D-dot sensor. Figure 6.4 presents the
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results of the parametric simulation. The parametric simulation considers three radiuses R = 1.5,
3, and 4.5 mm for the head size of the D-dot sensor and three lengths L = 8, 11, and 14 mm, which
determines the distance between the sensor and center conductor of the transmission line. Indeed,
changes of both radius and length of the D-dot sensor affect the CD-dot and Cpar values in equations
(6.1) and (6.2) through the fundamental Equation (6.5) for calculating the capacitance.

𝐶=

𝜀𝐴
𝑑

(6.5)

C is the capacitance, 𝜀 is the permittivity; A is the area, and d is the distance between conductors.

Figure 6.4

Results of location and size changes of the D-dot sensor on its frequency response.

As shown in Figure 6.4, the increase of either radius or length of the D-dot sensor improves its
sensitivity. This improvement is more obvious by changing sensor length, which brings the sensor
closer to the center conductor of the transmission line. For instance, incrimination of D-dot length
from 8 mm to 14 mm (i.e., bringing the sensor 6 mm closer) results in 20 dB improvement in the
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frequency response of the D-dot sensor. In addition, although the increase of R between 1.5 and 3
mm (dashed lines) with the length of the sensor equal 8 mm improves the sensitivity of D-dot, it
significantly causes a transition between differentiating and proportional modes. As seen in Figure
6.4, the slope of the D-dot sensor graph with a radius equal 4.5 mm is not increasing linearly by 3
GHz. The slope of D-dot response with a 4.5 mm radius is constant for the frequency above 1
GHz, which means the sensors work in proportional mode.
Moreover, figure 6.5 gives more information about the principal of D-dot sensor operation. As
shown in that figure, the head of the D-dot sensor exposes the electric field arrows radiated by the
center conductor of the transmission line. It is clear that mounting the D-dot sensor closer to the
center conductor and making the head of that larger improve its sensitivity. The only concern is
just a transition among differentiating and proportional modes, which can be different by design.

Figure 6.5

Example of the D-dot sensor exposed to the radiated electric field at f= 2GHz.

6.3.2 B-dot Sensor Simulation
To examine the output of the B-dot sensor regarding the mathematical model presented in
equations (6.3) and (6.4), we performed a couple of parametric simulations in the COMSOL. The
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parametric simulation includes the investigation of the number of B-dot loops and its location on
the sensitivity of the sensor. Figure the view of the investigated B-dot sensor with adjustable loops.
Also, the distance between the B-dot and center conductor of the transmission line control by
adjusting the height of the sensor. As the transmission line is the conical shape; thus, the increase
of the sensor length brings it closer to the center conductor of the transmission line.

.
Figure 6.6

Figure 6.7

A typical view of the multi-loop B-dot sensor in COMSOL simulation.

The results of the number of loop and distance changes on the frequency response
of the B-dot sensor in parametric simulation in COMSOL.
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The results of the parametric simulation are presented in Figure 6.7. As shown in the figure,
a decrease of distance between the B-dot and center conductor of the transmission line improves
the sensitivity of the sensor. For example, an increase of the sensor height from 15 mm to 20 mm
when B-dot has a single loop causes the 15 dB improvement in B-dot sensitivity. In contrast, an
increase in the number of loops has no significant effect on the sensitivity of B-dot. In addition, it
can be observed that the sensitivity of simulated B-dot sensors is very low. It is related to the low
intensity of radiated magnetic fields along the transmission line compared to electric fields.
Therefore, instead of increasing the number of B-dot sensor loop, it is better to put the sensor closer
to the center conductor of the transmission line, specifically, areas with more intensity such as the
end of the transmission line. It can also be concluded in equation (6.3). According to equation
(6.3), in the differentiating mode of the value of mutual inductance (M) determines the sensitivity
of the B-dot sensor. Therefore, the value of M is a function of the distance between the sensor and
the center conductor of the transmission line.
The magnetic field radiated around the sensor is plotted in Figure 6.8 to understand the Bdot sensor operation. Depending on the distance between the sensor and center conductor of the
transmission line, the electric field with various intensity passes through the B-dot sensor. The size
of the arrows in this figure represent the intensity of magnetic fields. The figure also includes the
information of electric field intensity around the B-dot. The exposure of electric fields with a Bdot sensor conductor causes noise of dc to offset in the output response of the B-dot sensor. In
cases this disturbance is too high, the suitable electrostatic shielding should be considered.
Application of electrostatic shielding avoids the exposures of electric field arrows with the B-dot
sensor’s conductor while the magnetic fields can pass through the sensor loop.
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Figure 6.8

The direction of magnetic fields around the designed B-dot sensor.

According to the obtained results from Figure 6.7, the increase in the number of B-dot loop
has no significance in its sensitivity while decreasing the distance can improve it better. Therefore,
we change the B-dot sensor shape to meet both of them because of the previous simulation. The
new face of the B-dot sensor is provided in Figure 6.9. This new style of the sensor provides
advantages such as simplicity in design (i.e., this is not as complicated as making a sensor with
multiple loops), and higher mutual inductance because of its closer distance with the center
conductor of the transmission line.

Figure 6.9

The position of a single loop B-dot sensor at the bottom of the transmission line.
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The new B-dot looks like a square shape loop. To find the optimized size for the B-dot
loop, we investigated a parametric simulation on the size of the loop and B-dot sensitivity. In this
simulation, the distance between the B-dot and center conductors of the transmission line is kept
constant. Indeed, the purpose of the test is to find the effect of B-dot’s self-inductance changes on
its frequency response. The result of the simulation is presented in Figure 6.10.

Figure 6.10

The results of B-dot loop size changes on its sensitivity.

As illustrated in Figure 6.10, the change of the B-dot sensor loop provides no more
significant improvement in its sensitivity. This fact is in co0mpliance with results obtained from
equation (6.4), which express the differentiating and proportional modes of B-dot sensor. In the
differentiating mode, the output of the B-dot is mostly a function of mutual inductance (M)
between the sensor and center conductors of the transmission line. In contrast, the self-inductance
mostly affects the sensor’s output when it works in the proportional mode. Therefore, it is
acceptable that there is no significant difference in the graphs in Figure 6.10. Moreover, it can be
obtained from Figure 6.10 that by the increase of the size of the B-dot loop from 2mm to 3 mm,
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the slop of B-dot frequency response is not linear more. It can be considered a reason for the
initiation of transition between differentiating and proportional working modes of B-dot.

Figure 6.11

The surface plot of magnetic field norm distribution along with the B-dot sensor

Furthermore, the surface plot results of magnetic field distribution along the transmission
line, and the B-dot sensor is presented in Figure 6.11. according to the results, the highest magnetic
field exists at the bottom of the transmission line, where connects to N-type. Mounting the sensor
at that point is not practically possible. Thus, we put the sensors as close as that position; however,
the simulation result shown the highest magnetic field norms find around the conductor of B-dot.

6.4

Manufacturing of D-dot and B-dot sensor.
According to the obtained results from the finite element analysis simulation in the

previous section, we manufactured two types of D-dot and B-dot sensors, as seen in Figure 6.12.
As shown in the figure, the D-dot sensor is made by cutting a screw. Indeed, the screw includes a
cone-shaped head, which provides a suitable size for the head of the D-dot sensor. The screw is
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also soldered to a BNC type connector which can be connected to the DAQ system. Similarly, the
B-dot sensor is made by forming a braided wire, which is shaped like a square loop.

Figure 6.12

Photos of manufactured non-conventional D-dot and B-dot magnetic field sensors

The B-dot sensor conductor also soldered to a BNC connector. The ease in the
manufacturing of the D-dot and B-dot sensor allows us to investigate the sensors' outputs
experimentally too. The presented sensors in Figure 6.12 represent the finalized size of sensors.
However, because of some difficulty and limitation on the practical mounting of made
sensors around the transmission line, a couple of experimental investigation was performed to
obtain the best location for the installation of sensors. Figure 6.13 presents the developed
transmission line for experimental localizing of D-dot and B-dot sensors. As it is found in this
figure, we provided a couple of holes in different locations and sizes. The purpose of the different
locations is to adjust the distance between the sensor and transmission line. Similarly, the purpose
of drilling different size of holes is to utilize sensors with various sizes. However, we briefly point
to some limitations and difficulties during the placement of sensors around the transmission line.
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Figure 6.13

Investigation of D-dot and B-dot locations around the transmission line.

First, the small hole sizes are provided to mount the SMA type connectors presented in
Figure 4.4. Due to the short length of that connector, it can only be mounted on the top position of
the transmission line, which is far from the center conductor of the transmission line and
consequently decreases the sensitivity. Connecting the screw to the SMA type connector also
makes the process of soldering very difficult. Therefore, the best size for the connector is the BNC
type. As the head of the screw is equal to the diameter of BNC, they can be attached before
mounting around the transmission line. In addition, because of terminating the transmission line
to the connector at the end, the B-dot sensor should be mounted next to it or the side of the shielding
conductor of the transmission line. The problem with the side shielding wall of the transmission
line is its thickness, which requires a longer b-dot sensor to reach the center conductor of the
transmission line. Therefore, we mount the B-dot at the bottom of the transmission line next to the
N-type connector. The finalized location of sensors is shown in Figure 6.14. As shown, two B-dot
sensors mounted at the bottom of the transmission line because of removing the unwanted common
model in the sensor’s output.
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Figure 6.14
6.5

The final placement of D-dot and B-dot sensors around the transmission line.

Frequency Response of D-dot and B-dot Sensors
Like the transmission line, we performed a frequency measurement with a network

analyzer to find the frequency responses of designed D-dot and B-dot sensors. Figure 6.15 presents
the prepared test setup to measure the frequency responses of D-dot and B-dot sensors.

Figure 6.15

Frequency response measurement of D-dot and B-dot.
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As shown in Figure 6.15, the test setup for measuring the sensor frequency responses is
identical to the test setup of the transmission line except that one end of the transmission line is
connected to a 50 Ω load. Here, Port 1 of the network analyzer is connected to the transmission
line to excite power into the transmission line, while Port 2 measures the frequency responses of
the D-dot and B-dot sensors individually. Figure 6.16 shows the frequency response of designed
D-dot and B-dot sensors.

Figure 6.16

The frequency responses of designed magnetic field sensors. (a) D-dot, (b) B-dot.
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As stated previously, the differentiating mode refers to regions in which the sensitivity of
the D-dot and B-dot sensors change linearly in log scale while the proportional mode indicates
constant sensitivity (e.g., shunt resistors and HFCTs). According to the purpose of this work, we
are interested in using the D-dot and B-dot sensors, mostly in differentiating modes. The main
reason is the simplicity in designing these types of sensors in differentiating modes for frequencies
below 1GHz, which more applicable for the measurement of individual PD pulses. However,
according to Figure 6.16, the D-dot and B-dot sensors operate in a differentiating mode up to 1.2
and 1.4 GHz, respectively, and convert to proportional mode after that. In other words, the
sensitivity of the sensors is a function of the frequency components of the observed signal. It
improves with the increase of the frequency within the differentiating mode regions of Figure 6.16.
Therefore, this confirms that the designed D-dot and B-dot sensors can measure individual PD
pulses with rising times on the range of hundreds of picoseconds (i.e., <1.2 GHz). Indeed, the
frequency component and the amplitude of PD signals determine the sensitivity of the sensors
according to this figure. In general, if the PD pulse has frequency components in the differentiating
mode, the outputs of the sensors are the derivative of that. In general, measurement accuracies of
the D-dot and B-dot sensors decrease within the transition between two modes, due to the
complexity of extracting original signals from sensor outputs [36], [56]. Therefore, it is
recommended to operate sensors in either mode, but preferably in the differentiating mode due to
simpler design. Moreover, it should be noted that the low SNR causes the oscillations of the B-dot
response below 0.1 GHz in Figure 6.16b [56].
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6.6

Summary
This chapter discussed the requirements of electromagnetic D-dot and B-dot sensors

designs for individual PD pulse measurements. D-dot and B-dot are capacitive and inductive
coupling electromagnetic sensors, mostly designed to work in derivative mode. Also, the
sensitivity and frequency responses of both D-dot and B-dot are a function of their dimensions and
locations from the origin. Therefore, a comprehensive numerical simulation was performed in this
Chapter to find a good estimation of the location and dimension of corresponding sensors. After
that, the sensors are constructed, and their location is determined according to both FEA simulation
and experimental results. Finally, the frequency responses of both D-dot and B-dot sensors were
measured through a VNA device, and the results demonstrated both sensors are operating in the
differentiating modes for frequencies below 1.2 GHz. This range of frequency is more enough for
individual PD waveshape investigations.
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CHAPTER VII
INDIVIDUAL PARTIAL DISCHARGE WAVESHAPE MEASUREMENT

7.1

Motivation
This Chapter aims to measure the individual PD pulses using the designed and

manufactured testbed and electromagnetic D-dot and B-dot sensors. All PD pulses are
simultaneously measured with the 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope, which is considered as
the reference to verify the outputs of D-dot and B-dot sensors. Initially, to start the experiment in
this dissertation, we provided four types of PD defects. The DC and AC PD measurement was
performed on the provided samples. In addition, the experiment in this Chapter aims to study the
performance of D-dot and B-dot concerning various types of PDs. Indeed, various types of PDs
comprise different discharge mechanisms, and we expect to observe discriminated responses from
the sensors for each PD defect. This step also helps to compare the performance of D-dot and Bdot sensors with the reference sensor.

7.2

Partial Discharge Samples Preparations
Four different PD sources, as shown in Figure 7.1, are provided to be installed between the

coupling capacitor and the center conductor of the conical transmission line.
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Figure 7.1

General view, phase-resolved partial discharge pattern, and finite element analysis
specifications of prepared individual PD sources. (a) Corona discharge, (b) Cavity
discharge, (c) Surface discharge, (d) Floating potential discharge sources.
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Figure 7.1 (continued)
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As shown, Figure 7.1 includes the photos of four prepared PD sources and their AC PRPD
patterns were measured with Omicron MPD 600 and their FEM electrostatic simulations in the
COMSOL Multiphysics. Figure 7.1a illustrates a Corona discharge PD source. The Corona source
includes a needle attached to a bolt connected to either a coupling capacitor or transmission line
center conductor. Attachment of the Corona source to the coupling capacitor (HV side) results in
PD signals in the negative cycle of applied AC voltage in PRPD patterns, commonly called
negative Corona. In opposite, attachment of that to the transmission line (ground side) results in
the PD signal in the positive cycle of applied AC voltage in the PRPD patterns, which commonly
called positive Corona. Moreover, the results of electrostatic simulation in COMSOL show the
most intensive electric fields are observed at the tip of the needle, which results in the ionization
of air molecules and Corona occurrences.
Figure 7.1b shows the cavity discharge PD sample; this is made by providing a thin layer
of air near one of the conductors surrounded by resin. Also, the measured PRPD pattern proves
the validity of cavity discharge, and results of FEM simulation in COMSOL represent the highest
electric field with the cavity is filled by air, which increases the risk of PD in that region.
Figure 7.1c demonstrates the provided surface discharge PD sample; in this sample, a thin
layer of silicon rubber is surrounded by two conductors, which are molded in resin. The measured
PRPD pattern in AC stress confirms the occurrence of surface discharge PDs. Also, the results of
electrostatic simulation in COMSOL denotes the areas with higher electric field intensities where
the space between the conductors and silicon rubber are increased. That area is filled by the resin
whose insulation strength is lower than the silicon rubber, and the increase of electric fields across
it results in the surface discharge. The information about the last PD source is presented in Figure
7.1d, which is shown as a floating potential discharge PD source. The floating potential PD is
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related to the conductors which are not physically connected to either HV or ground sides in the
HV apparatus. To simulate this type of PD, a piece of a metal rod is mounted between the two
molded conductors within the resin. Similarly, the results of PRPD measurement and FEM
simulation confirms the validity of this PD source.

7.3

Comparison of D-dot and B-dot Outputs with Reference Pulse
In this section, PD pulses occurring in the corresponding dielectric samples are measured.

Figure 7.2 represents the experimental PD test setup for measuring the PD pulses to examine the
performance of the designed testbed, which includes the 2.2 GHz bandwidth transmission line and
the non-conventional sensors. The experimental setup includes a 200 kV DC Haefely Multi Test
Set, a Haefely capacitive voltage divider, a 24 kV AC pole-mount transformer, and the designed
PD testbed. Also, the figure denotes a way that test samples are tightened to the coupling capacitor
and transmission line inside the testbed. In addition, all the PD signals, including reference, D-dot,
and B-dot outputs, were measured by the LeCroy 806Zi-B (6 GHz - 4×40 GS/s) oscilloscope.

Figure 7.2

Experimental partial discharge measurement test setup.
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During the experiment in this dissertation, we captured thousands of AC and DC PD pulses
to investigate the time and frequency characteristics. Figure 7.3 illustrates a typical example of the
captured cavity discharge by the corresponding sensors to compare the performance of D-dot and
B-dot sensors with the reference pulse.

Figure 7.3

The measured results of a cavity PD pulse. (a) Test setup, (b) electromagnetic
sensor (B-dot and D-dot) responses, (c) electromagnetic sensor response
compared to the reference pulse.
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In this work, the input 50 Ω resistance of the oscilloscope is considered a reference signal
for the triggering and calibration of both D-dot and B-dot sensors. However, Figure 7.3a shows
the normalized output of the B-dot and D-dot sensors and the differentiation of the reference pulse,
measured by the 50 Ω input channel of an oscilloscope. The figure clearly shows that the output
signals of both electromagnetic sensors differentiate PD pulses that are double exponential
functions. Accordingly, the integration of the electromagnetic sensor outputs results in the
reference PD waveform in the time domain. Figure 7.3b compares the normalized integration of
D-dot and B-dot output signals with the reference pulse. As shown, the outputs of the D-dot and
B-dot sensors fit well with the reference pulse, which contains rise time, decay time, 50% pulse
width, and 20% pulse width. Beyond 10 ns, the integrated signals deviate from the reference PD
pulse due to the low SNR of the non-conventional sensors caused by the low di/dt of the PD pulse.
Table 1 presents statistical data comparing the integrated signals of D-dot and B-dot sensor
measurements for 100 reference PD pulses. The table compares four characteristics of a double
exponential waveform: rising time (Tr), decay time (Td), 50%, and 20% pulse widths (PW50 and
PW20, respectively).
Table 7.1

D-dot and B-dot pulse characteristics vs reference pulse.
Reference

-

D-dot

Mean

σ

Tr

1.08

0.20

Td

3.83

0.74

PW50

2.72

0.59

PW20

6.53

1.21

Mean
(% error)
0.99
(% 8)
3.61
(% 6)
2.19
(% 19)
5.45
(% 16)

All values are in nanoseconds (ns)
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B-dot

σ
(% error)
0.18
(% 10)
0.64
(% 13)
0.64
(% 13)
1.87
(% 54)

Mean
(% error)
0.94
(% 13)
4.52
(% 18)
3.45
(% 27)
5.94
(% 9)

σ
(% error)
0.21
(% 5)
1.02
(% 38)
1.12
(% 90)
2.35
(% 94)

As shown in the table, averages and standard deviations of both D-dot and B-dot sensor
measurements agree with those of the reference PD pulses in the time domain. The low standard
deviation among the recorded data for each sensor and the low error percentage of the D-dot and
B-dot outputs compared to that of the reference confirms that the design is suitable for the
individual PD pulse investigations. Furthermore, the average Fast Fourier Transform (FFT)
analysis on 100 PD pulses is provided to compare the frequency spectra of the designed D-dot and
B-dot sensors to those of the reference, as shown in Figure 7.4. The FFT results show correlations
among the three sensors: 50 Ω input resistance of oscilloscope, D-dot, and B-dot. According to the
results, the FFT response of the B-dot sensor begins to deviate from the reference signal at
frequencies above 900 MHz. The substantial discrepancy shown in the high frequency range is
mainly due to the high-frequency E-fields that cause disturbances in the response of the B-dot
sensor. Electrostatic shielding or analog filtering could be applied [36] to suppress these
disturbances. However, since the dominant frequency component of PD pulses are below 900
MHz, no filter was designed for the B-dot measurements in this work. Comparing sensor
performances in frequency domain shows that the differentiating mode (dotted lines) provides
more accurate DC PD pulse analysis.

Figure 7.4

The frequency-domain comparison of D-dot and B-dot sensors outputs and their
numerical integrations with reference.
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The relatively poor performance of the B-dot sensor in the integrating mode (solid lines)
is due to the integration of the high frequency noise of the sensor caused by E-field disturbances.
Figure 7.4 also shows that, in general, the performance of the D-dot (E-field) sensor is better than
that of the B-dot sensor in case of cavity discharge measurement. Hence, if timing parameters are
not of interest, the differentiating mode should be used for PD analysis through the D-dot and Bdot sensors since it does not introduce numerical integration errors.
Therefore, to analyze the D-dot and B-dot response, we need to characterize their outputs’
time parameters similar to Figure 2.16, which describes the time characteristics of a double
exponential PD pulse. Figure 7.5 shows the general waveshape of D-dot and B-dot sensors. As
shown in the figure, we denote the length of first and second cycles with T1 and T2, respectively.
Duration of first and second cycles of D-dot or B-dot outputs refers to the time to peak and decay
time of PD signal (i.e., double exponential waveform). Moreover, we measure the maximum
(Max) and minimum (Min) of each waveform to inform the intensity of the captured PD signal.

Figure 7.5

Time characteristics of D-dot and B-dot Output.
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7.4

Investigation of Various Partial Discharge Mechanisms
In this section, we examine the discharge mechanism of various types of PDs. In general,

the induced current of PD discharge results by forming electron avalanches and drifting of ions
through the PD source. Therefore, investigation of various PD induced current pulses leads to find
the existing discrimination among PD defects. Also, this information can be useful to classify and
distinguish various types of PDs. However, in the following, we provide the discharge mechanisms
of all the prepared PD sources in this work. The corresponding PD pulses were selected among
the pulses with the highest occurrences. Also, some of these pulses are common among both AC
and DC voltages, and some are only related to either of those or, in some cases, only observed
under a specific polarity of DC voltage.
7.3.1 Cavity Discharge
Cavity discharge includes various types of discharge mechanisms such as Streamer-like,
Townsend-like, and Pitting (corona-like) in which the time characteristics mainly depend on the
existence of free electrons and the geometry of the voids [6]. According to the reported results in
[6], the main characteristics of Streamer-like discharges are tr values in the range of hundreds of
ps and td values in the range of ns. In contrast, Townsend-like discharges include slow discharges
with tr values in the range of tens of ns, which follow the rate of electron avalanche formation and
result in slow decaying time. Moreover, Pitting discharges exhibit tr values comparable to the
streamers with slower td caused by microscale crystals with sharp edges on the void surface. Figure
7.6 displays examples of typical measured AC and DC cavity discharge waveshapes in this study
in both time and frequency domains.
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Figure 7.6

Examples of AC and DC cavity discharge waveforms in both time and frequency
domains are measured by the 50 Ω input resistance of the oscilloscope. Waveform
(a) and (b) are common among AC and DC; (c) positive DC, (d) negative DC.
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Figure 7.6a shows the streamer-like pulse with fast tr (< 1 ns) and td and short t20%, these
types of pulses also present a significant amplitude (in the range between -20 dB to 40 dB) for
frequency spectrums up to 1.5 GHz. Figure 7.6b represents the Townsend-like discharge with
longer tr, td, and t20% than streamer-like pulses related to the delay in the initiation of electron
avalanches and discharge channel formations. These pulses are common among both AC and DC
measured pulses, except their amplitudes that are smaller in the case of DC PDs. Although the
amplitude of frequency components pulses depends on the strength of discharge, these types of
pulse have amplitudes higher than -20 dB for frequency below 1 GHz.
Besides the amplitude differences among cavity discharge pulses measured under AC and
DC voltages, there are some varieties in the waveshapes of cavity discharge pulses captured with
both polarities of DC, as shown in Figure 7.6c and 7.6d. These pulses include longer decay and
pulse widths than those of AC, described by Pitting pulses. Consequently, these pulses have lower
frequency components. According to Figure 7.6c and 7.6d, they have amplitudes of more than -20
dB for frequencies below 0.1 GHz and 0.3 GHz, respectively. In addition, it should be emphasized
the inception voltage of PD pulses under both AC and DC stresses were not equal. For AC
measurements, the inception voltage is 4.3 kV, and about 20,000 cavity discharge pulses were
recorded.
In contrast, for DC measurement, because of a long delay between consequent PD pulses
(no PD observed for about an hour waiting), the pulses were measured separately by steadily
ramping up of the voltage until a cavity discharge was recorded. This process was continued until
1500 pulses were measured for each polarity of DC voltage. Averagely, the inception voltage
cavity discharge for the same PD source was between 11 kV to 16 kV. Despite utilizing higher
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voltage amplitude in DC application, the recorded pulses have lower amplitude than pulses
measured in AC.
7.3.2 Surface Discharge PD Measurement
Generally, Surface discharge refers to the discharges resulted from discontinuities among
the insulation media. Typically, Surface discharges are observed within the interface between two
different insulation media (e.g., gas and solid media), where the electric field intensity exceeds the
breakdown voltage of either corresponding insulation media. Figure 7.7 illustrates typical
examples of Surface discharge waveforms captured in this work under AC and DC stresses.
It should be emphasized the recorded surface discharge pulse under DC stress have
significantly lower amplitude pulses accompanied by longer pulse widths in cases such as
waveshapes c and d.
As shown in Figure 7.7a, the Surface discharges similar to cavity discharges include
streamer-like discharges, mostly observed in AC voltages with a frequency spectrum of more than
-20 dB below 2.3 GHz. Figure 7.7b represents a captured Townsend-like discharge, which occurs
commonly under both AC and DC stresses. These types of pulses have frequencies of more than 20 dB for frequency below 1.8 GHz. It should be noted that the captured pulses under DC show
smaller amplitudes and longer pulse widths than AC-induced pulses. A possible reason for the
differences is the slower rate of charge accumulation and distribution among the Surface
discharges under DC. Also, the superimposed pulses resulting from unstable ionization processes,
which show pulses with longer pulse widths, as shown in Figure 7.7c, are frequently recorded
among the captured pulses under DC stresses.
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Figure 7.7

Examples of AC and DC surface discharge waveforms measured by 50 Ω input
channel of oscilloscope in both time and frequency domains. (a) and (b) common
within both AC and DC pulses. (c) and (d) observed just for DC pulses.
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Moreover, Figure 7.7d demonstrates a pulse with fast rise time and slow decaying time on
the range of hundreds of ns that is mostly similar to the pitting discharges. The presented pulses in
Figures 7.7c and 7.7d have a low-frequency spectrum by 0.1 MHz. The inception voltage of
Surface discharge pulses under AC stress is 4 kV while it is 7.6 kV under DC voltages. The
repetition rate of Surface discharge pulses in DC was about 1.5 minutes averagely while it
decreased to 3 seconds when the applied voltage increased to 14 kV. Despite utilizing higher
voltage amplitude in DC application, the recorded pulses have lower amplitude than pulses
measured in AC.
7.3.3 Corona Discharge PD Measurement
Corona discharges are caused by the ionization of particles around the sharp corners of
conductors, which involves high-intensity electric fields. As the sharp edges can be located on
either energized or ground conductors, we arbitrarily named the captured corona pulses when the
sharp points exist on the HV conductor as negative corona discharges (NCOD), and when it is
found around the ground conductor as positive corona discharge (PCOD). The main reason for this
type of denomination is for the observation of strong corona discharge pulses on the negative cycle
in AC voltage when the needle is connected to the HV conductor side. However, Figure 7.8a shows
an example of the measured corona discharge pulses, common among both AC and DC stresses,
and have a frequency spectrum of more than -20 dB below 0.5 MHz.
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Figure 7.8

Examples of corona discharge waveforms under AC and DC stress in both time
and frequency domains are measured by the 50 Ω input channel of the
oscilloscope. (a) common among AC and DC pulses, (b) and (c) mostly observed
in positive DC, (d) mostly observed in negative DC.
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There is no significant difference between AC and DC corona discharge pulses except their
amplitudes. Also, there have been some differences among NCOD and PCOD pulse widths in the
same stress, which can be related to the ionization initiation around the needle because of voltage
polarities. In addition to Figure 7.8a, which represents a common waveshape of a DC corona
discharge, two more types of waveshapes were captured for corona discharges under DC(+). As
shown in Figure 7.8b and 7.8c, these pulses have longer rise times than AC pulses with a significant
frequency spectrum below 0.1 GHz. A reason for the longer rise time, specifically in Figure 7.8c,
is the superposition of subsequent unstable ionization mechanisms.
Furthermore, Figure 7.8d demonstrate a type of corona discharge pulse which is mostly
observed in the case of DC(-) and characterized by a waveshape with fast rise and decaying time,
as well as long pulse width but not on the order of regular corona discharges, these types of pulses,
have a very low-frequency spectrum which required an accurate measuring system with high signal
to noise ratio. In addition, the inception voltage of recoded corona discharge pulses under AC is
3.6 kV while it is around 7.8 under DC stresses. Also, the corona discharge pulses were presented
a repetition rate comparable with that of AC stresses which 1k pulses were recorded within 4
minutes. An interesting trend was observed during the DC corona discharge measurement. By
increasing DC voltage from 7.8 kV to 6.8 kV, the amplitude of corona discharge pulses was
decreased while their repetition rate was increased by 6 times. That was a repetitive trend which
observed a couple of time by changes of voltage during some random intervals.
7.3.4 Floating Potential Discharge PD Measurement
Floating potential discharges are a type of discharges caused by the existence of suspended
particles within an insulator. Figure 7.9 presents the examples of recorded floating potential
discharge pulses in this work.
106

Figure 7.9

Examples of AC and DC floating potential discharge waveforms in both time and
frequency domains are measured by the 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope.
a-c) mostly common among AC and positive DC and rarely observed for negative
DC, (d) more common among AC and negative DC.
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More scattering among the floating potential discharge waveshapes under both AC and DC
stresses than other types of PDs in this work. However, according to Figure 7.9a, the superposition
of consequent unstable ionization channels is common among all AC and DC voltages with
frequency spectrums more than -20 dB below 1.2 GHz. Figures 7.9b and 7.9c also show examples
of floating potential discharge pulses comprised of slow and fast rise time. There were scattered
among the amplitudes of these pulses and expectedly, the low amplitude pulses recorded under
DC stresses. The captured signal in Figure 7.9d suggests a transition from a slow to fast rise time
discharges, which is very similar to the transition among nonconductive streamer filament and
conductive spark channel reported in [20]. However, the presented waveshapes in Figure 7.9b to
7.9d have frequency spectrums more than -20 dB below 0.7 GHz.
Furthermore, the inception voltage of floating potential discharge pulses under AC voltage
stress is 4.1 kV. In the case of DC floating potential discharge pulses, because of quite a slow
repetition rate (more than an hour), we used the ramp-up voltage method explained in section A
(cavity discharge) to measure more floating potential discharge pulses. The results of floating
potential discharge measurements under DC voltage stress presented a large variation among 5 kV
to 13 kV for the inception of floating potential discharge pulses.

7.5

Summary
In this chapter, four common types of individual PD pulses, such as a cavity, surface,

corona, and floating potential discharges, were investigated under AC and DC stress. First, to
verify the performance of D-dot and B-dot sensors, their outputs were compared by the signal
captured by the 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope. The comparison results of the D-dot and
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B-dot sensor outputs with the reference PD pulse showed close agreements in both time and
frequency domains for the cavity discharges. The findings suggest that the 50 Ω input channel of
the oscilloscope, as well as the electromagnetic field non-conventional sensors (D-dot and B-dot),
are suitable for studying pulse characteristics, including rising time, decay time, 50% pulse width,
and 20% pulse width measured through transmission line where wave propagation characteristics
are known. It can be used for investigating PD characteristics at the source and allow for further
development of systems intended for onsite applications.
Also, another investigation was performed on the prepared PD sources to find their
discharge mechanisms through analysis of some typical PD waveshapes in time and frequency
domains. The discharge mechanism analysis presented various types of ionization processes, such
as the fast rise and decay times, the products of photo-ionization (Streamer-like), and the slow rise
and decay times that are products of gradual initiation electron avalanches (Townsend-like). In
addition, some rhythmic pulses were products of superposition among multiple fast and slow
unstable ionization mechanisms. Moreover, there was various type of waveshapes which only
recorded under DC stresses which are emphasized the importance of DC PD measurement.
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CHAPTER VIII
QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS OF INDIVIDUAL PARTIAL DISCHARGE PULSES

8.1

Motivation
This Chapter targets to perform a quantitative study to extract meaningful information from

the captured PD data. The results lead to finding methods to classify and distinguish various PD
defects through their waveshapes. Moreover, as there is no limitation for utilizing the designed
testbed and sensors in the AC application, we performed all the experiments for both AC and DC
stresses. The AC individual PD pulse measurement enables us to compare the AC and DC PDs
and classify the AC PDs according to their PD waveshapes instead of the well-known PRPD.

8.2

Time Domain Analysis
In this section, we quantify the time characteristics of the provided PD source waveforms.

The quantified study compares the results of thousands of PD pulses were measured under AC,
positive DC, and negative DC. The corresponding pulses were captured through all of the D-dot,
B-dot, and 50 Ω channel of the oscilloscope to compare the performances of either of the sensors.
To compare the results, the relative frequency histogram method, which represents the ratio of
pulses within specific time characteristics, is selected. To quantify the PDs measured by the
oscilloscope, we extracted the rise time (tr), decay time(td), 50% pulse width (t50%), 20% pulse
width (t20%), and the amplitude of each of the pulses according to the concepts introduced in Figure
2.16. Also, for clearer comparison, the histograms are plotted in lines instead of bar charts, and
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some of those are log scaled to cover the scattered amplitude and time differences by some orders.
Similarly, in the case of D-dot and B-dot sensors outputs quantification, we just extracted the
introduced parameters in Figure 7.5 to find the trend of PDs changes under different voltage
stresses. The corresponding parameters include Max and Min of each pulse and its first and second
cycle length (T1 and T2).
8.2.1

Partial Discharge Pulses Measured by the 50 Ω Input channel of Oscilloscope

8.2.1.1 Rise Time
The histogram diagram of rise time characteristics of captured PD pulse under AC, DC(+),
and DC(-) are presented in Figure 8.1. The blue, red and yellow color lines represents the AC,
DC(+), and DC(-) results, respectively.
Figure 8.1a, which compares the tr histogram of cavity discharge, presents a close
agreement among the tr of cavity discharges under AC, DC(+), and DC(-). tr values shorter than 1
ns correspond to the Streamer-like and above 1 ns to Townsend-like discharges under both AC
and DC stresses. The results of comparing Surface discharge pulses in Figure 8.1b suggest that
most Surface discharge pulses were measured under AC stresses have tr shorter than 1 ns. In
contrast, values are scattered up to 40 ns for pulses were generated by DC(+) and DC(-) stresses.
Also, the results of NCOD discharges in Figure 8.1c demonstrate that the tr of pulses were
generated under AC stresses is less than 5 ns while it is between 1 and 2 ns for DC(+)-induced
pulses. In addition, the tr values of DC(-) are divided into three groups of fast (2 to 4 ns),
intermediate (10 to 20 ns), and slow (40 to 70 ns). Contrarily, the results of PCOD in Figure 8.1d
show the values among 0.8 to 4 ns for AC-induced pulses, and 1.5 to 10.5 ns for DC(+) as well as
three groups of fast (2 to 3 ns), intermediate (7 to 30 ns), and slow (50 to 80 ns) pulses under
DC(-).
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Figure 8.1

Comparison of rise time changes of various PD sources were measured by 50 Ω
input channel of the oscilloscope. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c)
negative corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge, (e) floating potential
discharge.
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Finally, the floating potential discharge results in Figure 1e show scattered data for both
AC and DC(+)-induced pulses with the highest concentration of values lower than 5 ns. The results
suggest that the tr values of DC(+)-induced pulses are shorter than those of the AC-induced pulses.
Also, DC(-) results show the distribution tr between 6 and 17 ns. The rise time parameter results
are summarized in Table 8.1 for ease on comparison of PD defects.
Table 8.1

Rise time (in ns) parameters of PD sources were measured by 50 Ω
input channel of oscilloscope under both AC and DC voltage
stresses.
Cavity
Surface
discharge discharge

AC

0.5 – 4

0.5 - 5

Positive
DC

0.5 – 3

0.5 - 20

Negative
DC

0.5 – 3

0.5 - 20

Negative
corona
discharge
0.8 – 5.5
2–4
10 – 20
40 - 80
1.2 - 2

Positive
corona
discharge
2-3

Floating
potential
discharge
1 - 15

1.5 - 17

0.5 - 10

2–3
8 – 30
45 - 80

6 - 17

8.2.1.2 Decay Time
Figure 8.2 denotes the results of decay time changes in the histogram diagram for all
captured PD pulses under AC, DC(+), and DC(-). The blue, red, and yellow color lines represent
the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results. According to Figure 8.2a, the td distribution of cavity discharges
under AC ranges up to 20 ns, but are mostly concentrated around 3 to 5 ns. Also, both DC(+) and
DC(-) results represent less than 10 ns. Therefore, it is concluded that fast ionization processes
accompany most of the recorded cavity discharge pulses. Similarly, the results of Surface
discharges in Figure 8.2b show a range of up to 20 ns for the AC-induced pulses with td being
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Figure 8.2

Comparison of decay time changes of various PD sources were measured by the
50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge,
(c) negative corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge, (e) floating potential
discharge.

mostly shorter than 3 ns. In contrast, the Surface discharge pulses were generated under both
DC(+) and DC(-) have td distributed between 10 and 100 ns. The results of NCOD in Figure 8.2c
show two groups of data for AC-induced pulses less than 40 ns, which are the majority pulses and
other around 60 ns. The DC(+) data shows pulses are scattered between 80 and 150 ns while the
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DC(-)-induced pulses are concentrated around 17 to 30 ns. Contrarily, the PCOD results in
Figure8.2d display most AC pulses are distributed between 30 and 60 ns. The DC(+) data are
widely scattered up to 300 ns while the DC(-) pulses are mostly around 80 to 150 ns. Lastly, the
results of measured floating potential discharges in Figure 8.2e demonstrate the floating potential
discharge pulses were generated under AC stresses have td below 40 ns that are concentrated
around 20 ns. Similarly, DC (+)-induced pulses represent fast decay pulses that are mostly shorter
than 10 ns. The results of DC(-)-induced pulses show td distributed between 25 and 60 ns. Also,
the decay time parameter results are summarized in Table 8.2.
Table 8.2

Decay time (in ns) parameters of PD sources were measured by 50 Ω
input channel of oscilloscope under both AC and DC voltage stresses.

1 - 30

1 - 30

Negative
corona
discharge
8 - 60

2 - 10

2 - 100

80 - 150

20 - 300

1 - 40

2 - 10

3 - 100

18 - 30

80 - 200

27 - 65

Cavity
Surface
discharge discharge
AC
Positive
DC
Negative
DC

Positive
corona
discharge
30 - 60

Floating
potential
discharge
5 - 60

8.2.1.3 Pulse Width of 20% Level
The results of 20% pulse width time characteristics of captured PD pulse under AC, DC(+),
and DC(-) are presented in Figure 8.3. The blue, red and yellow color lines represents the AC,
DC(+), and DC(-) results, respectively.
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Figure 8.3

Compare 20% pulse width time changes of various PD sources were measured by
the 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface
discharge, (c) negative corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge, (e)
floating potential discharge.

According to Figure 8.3a, the DC-induced pulses are divided into two groups with a higher
concentration around 8 and 10.5 ns while the AC-induced pulses are evenly distributed in this
range. Also, some pulses are distributed between 15 ns and 30 ns that are common among AC and
DC(+). The results suggest that the cavity discharge pulses in AC are mostly the Streamer-like
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discharges. The results of Surface discharge pulses in Figure 8.3b represent faster pulses in AC
than in DC. In AC, most t20% are shorter than 5 ns, although there are some extended up to 30 ns.
Also, DC(+) and DC(-) results show a widely scattered pattern up to 100 ns, which are likely
caused by the superposition of pulses. Figure 8.3c shows the NCOD pulses under AC split into
two groups ranging from 25 to 50 ns and 60 to 90 ns. Also, there is a wide scattering for DC(+)
NCOD pulses that are distributed between 100 to 250 ns. In contrast, DC(-) pulses behave similarly
to that of AC and have t20% in the range of 50 to 75 ns. The histogram data of Figure 8.3d shows
PCOD results under AC have pulse widths around 65 to 85 ns. The DC(+) results show a wide
distribution of pulses between 50 and 150 ns which are divided into two groups, around 70 ns, and
110 ns. The obtained results of floating potential discharge in Figure 8.3e show that the ACinduced pulse has a longer t20% than DC(+)-induced pulses. The widths of the AC-induced pulse
are scattered between 10 and 50 ns, while those of the DC(+)-induced pulses are below 20 ns. The
DC(-) pulses represent relatively longer pulses on the range of 45 to 80 ns. The pulse width
parameter results are summarized in Table 8.3.

Table 8.3

Pulse width (in ns) parameters of PD sources were measured by 50 Ω
input channel of oscilloscope under both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Cavity
Surface
discharge discharge

AC

2 - 30

Positive DC

3 - 30

Negative DC

4 - 18

2 - 35
3–6
9 - 150
3 - 100

Negative
corona
discharge
25 - 90

Positive
corona
discharge
40 - 70

110 - 225

50 - 160

50 -75

140 - 200
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Floating
potential
discharge
5 - 65
2 – 20
35 - 65
45 - 60

8.2.1.4 Amplitude
The amplitude distribution of captured PD pulses are shown in Figure 8.4. The blue, red
and yellow color lines represents the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results, respectively.

Figure 8.4

Comparison of amplitude of various PD sources were measured by the 50 Ω input
channel of the oscilloscope. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c)
negative corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge, (e) floating potential
discharge.
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Due to the Figure 8.4a, the cavity pulses are accompanied with strong discharges up to 600
V. However, most of the pulses occurred with discharge amplitudes below 250 V. Similarly,
among the pulses captured under DC(+) stresses, we found the discharges with 300 V amplitude
which mostly concentrated below 250 V. the DC(-) pulses are also represented with strong pulses
with amplitudes below 120 V which are mostly occurred with 50 V peaks. It is impossible to
confidently determine the discharge mechanisms of PD defects according to the PD pulse
amplitudes, but generally, Streamer-like discharges supplemented with higher amplitude
discharges. It is actually in agreement with previous results were obtained by analyzing cavity
discharge time characteristics in this work. The results of Surface discharge pulses amplitudes in
Figure 8.4b denote a significant difference among the amplitude of AC and DC pulses by some
orders. The surface discharge pulses in AC include PD pulses with strong amplitudes around 150
V. In contract, the DC(+) and DC(-) voltages generate PD pulses up to 10 V and 1 V which are
mostly concentrated around 0.5 V and 0.1 V, respectively.
Moreover, the expressed results in Figure 8.4c and 8.4d illustrate the amplitude of corona
discharge pulses slightly differ between AC and DC stresses. In NCOD, the AC results in PDs
with amplitudes between 150 mV and 300 mV. Similarly, DC(-) causes the corona discharges
around 130 mV while the DC(+) generates NCODs with 50 mV strengths. Moreover, in the case
of PCODs, stronger corona discharges have been observed rather than NCOD. The pulses captured
under AC occurred mostly around 400 mV and 700 mV. Contrarily, the DC(+) pulses are detected
with amplitudes mostly about 150 mV and DC (-) pulses were scattered between 50 mV to 250
mV. A reason for such wide scattering in pulse measured under DC(-) is the presented
superimposed pulses in Figure 7.8c. Lastly, the results of floating potential discharges in Figure
8.4e confirms the differences among the strength of AC and DC PD pulses. The AC voltage
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provides the floating particle discharge pulses with amplitudes between 1V to 20V, which are
highly occurred with 4V. In the case of DC PD, pulses with amplitudes lower 300mv are captured.
Table 8.4 is summarized the amplitude of PD pulses were extracted from Figure 8.13 under both
AC and DC voltage stresses.
Table 8.4

AC
Positive DC
Negative DC

Amplitude (in V) values of PD sources were measured by 50 Ω input channel of
oscilloscope under both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Cavity
discharge

Surface
discharge

< 600
< 300
< 120

20 - 200
0.25 - 10
0.05 – 1.5

Negative
corona
discharge
0.1 – 0.3
0.1 – 0.35
0.02 – 0.15

Positive
corona
discharge
0.3 - 1
0.1 – 0.4
0.05 – 0.3

Floating
potential
discharge
1 -20
0.01 – 0.3
0.04 – 0.2

8.2.2 Partial Discharge Pulses Measured by D-dot Sensor
8.2.2.1 Positive Peak Amplitude (Maximum)
The histogram diagram of positive peak amplitude of captured PD pulse with D-dot sensor
under AC, DC(+), and DC(-) are shown in Figure 8.5. The blue, red and yellow color lines
represents the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results, respectively. Similar to the obtained results from the
50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope in Figure 8.4, D-dot sensor outputs show the same trends.
In cavity and corona discharges, there are no large differences between the intensities of both AC
and DC induced pulses. Except for those AC PD pulses in Figure 8.5a, which refers to strong
streamer-like discharges. Contrarily, the surface and floating potential discharge pulses in AC have
higher amplitudes than those of DC. Table 8.5 summarizes the positive peak amplitude of PD
pulses extracted from Figure 8.5 under both AC and DC voltage stresses. It should be noted that
we just provide the ranges with more than 1% of relative frequency.
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Figure 8.5

Comparison of the positive peak amplitude of various PD sources were measured
by the D-dot sensor. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) negative
corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge, (e) floating potential discharge.
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Table 8.5

Positive Peak Amplitude (in V) values of PD sources were measured by D-dot sensor
under both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Cavity
discharge

Negative
corona
discharge

Surface
discharge

Positive corona
discharge

0.05 – 0.25
< 0.001
0.0003 – 0.001
2 - 3.5
Positive DC
0.05 – 0.9
0.001 - 0.012
< 0.001
< 0.0015
Negative DC
0.05 – 1.2
< 0.003
< 0.001
< 0.0007
- The table data shows the ranges with more than 1% relative frequency.
AC

0.07 - 1

Floating potential
discharge
0.005 – 0.06
0.0005 – 0.0025
< 0.00045

8.2.2.2 Negative Peak Amplitude (Minimum)
The results of the negative peak amplitude investigation of induced PD pulses with D-dot
sensor under AC, DC(+), and DC(-) are shown in Figure 8.6. The blue, red, and yellow color lines
represent the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results. As seen in the figure, the surface and floating particle
PD pulses in AC result in a higher negative peak than DC pulses. Also, there is no significant
discrimination among cavity and corona discharges. There are some cavity discharges with the
lower relative frequency with amplitudes about -10 V, which refers to those strong Streamer-like
discharges which are observed in reference results, too.
Table 8.6

Negative Peak Amplitude (value in V) values of PD sources were measured by
D-dot sensor under both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Cavity
discharge

AC

0.07 - 1

Positive DC

0.07 – 0.8

Surface
discharge

Negative
corona
discharge

Positive
corona
discharge

Floating
potential
discharge

< 0.0018

<0.003

0.004 – 0.03

0.07 – 0.2
1.5 - 3
0.001 – 0.008

< 0.0007
< 0.0012
< 0.0035
Negative DC
0.2 - 2
0.001 – 0.006
< 0.0008
< 0.0012
- The table data shows the ranges with more than 1% relative frequency.
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< 0.0009
< 0.001

Figure 8.6

Comparison of the negative peak amplitude of various PD sources were measured
by the D-dot sensor. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) negative
corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge, (e) floating potential discharge.

In addition, Table 8.6 summarizes the distribution of negative peak amplitude of individual
PD pulses were recorded under AC and DC voltage stresses. It should be noted we just provide
the ranges with more than 1% of relative frequency.
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8.2.2.3 First Peak Length (T1)
The histogram results of T1 value (time length of first peak in sensor’s output) of PD signals
were measured by the D-dot sensor under AC and DC voltage stresses are demonstrated in Figure
8.7. The blue, red and yellow color lines represents the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results, respectively.

Figure 8.7

Comparison of the T1 value of various PD sources were measured by the D-dot
sensor. a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) negative corona discharge,
(d) positive corona discharge, (e) floating potential discharge.
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In general, the T1 can be assumed in equal to rising time in case of time characteristics of
double exponential waveforms, which are measured by the 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope.
In other words, it determines the rate of the ionization process. So, the trend of T1 changes for most
of the PD sources is such as the rise time trend in Figure 8.1. There are some differences in the
case of corona discharges that are related to the frequency spectrum of these pulses and the low
SNR value of the D-dot sensor on those ranges. However, there is still an acceptable correlation
between the trends of individual PD pulses were measured by D-dot and 50 Ω input channel of the
oscilloscope. Table 8.7 summarizes the scattering of the individual PD pulses’ T1 values under AC
and DC stresses. It should be noted we just provide the ranges with more than 1% of relative
frequency.
Table 8.7

T1 (in ns) values of PD sources measured by D-dot sensor under both AC and DC
voltage stresses.

Negative
Positive
corona
corona
discharge
discharge
AC
0.9 - 5
1-3
2.7 - 9
0.9 - 7
Positive DC
0.5 - 3
1-7
0.5 - 9
0.6 - 9
Negative DC
1-3
0.6 – 2.5
0.7 - 5
0.6 - 9
- The table data shows the ranges with more than 1% relative frequency.
Cavity
discharge

Surface
discharge

Floating
potential
discharge
0.75 - 4
0.75 - 10
2-4

8.2.2.4 Second Peak Length (T2)
The T2 value (time length of the second peak in the sensor’s output) of induced PD pulses
under both AC and DC stresses are shown in Figure 8.8. The blue, red, and yellow color lines
represent the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results. The time T2 is assumed as the length of the decreasing
rate of the ionization process within the PD source.
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Figure 8.8

Comparison of the T2 value of various PD sources were measured by the D-dot
sensor. a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) negative corona discharge,
(d) positive corona discharge, (e) floating potential discharge.

According to Figure 8.8, T2 includes the values of less than 1 ns in most types of PDs. It is
referring to the types of inducing PD waveshapes in which the ionization processes are resulted by
electrons drops suddenly, and the discharge current were continued by drifting of ions. Similarly,
T2 can be considered equal with a 50% pulse width of a signal and, in some cases, the decay time
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of the PD signal. Table 8.8 summarizes the T2 of PD pulses were extracted from Figure 8.8 under
both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Table 8.8

T2 (in ns) values of PD sources were measured by D-dot sensor under both AC
and DC voltage stresses.

Positive
corona
discharge
0.9 – 1.7
AC
0.4 - 7
0.85 - 6.5
8 - 17
4.5 - 12
Positive DC
0.8 - 6
1.2 - 12
----0.6 - 9
Negative DC
1.5 - 8
0.85 – 10
3 - 10
1 - 10
- The table data shows the ranges with more than 1% relative frequency.
Cavity
discharge

Negative
corona
discharge

Surface
discharge

Floating
potential
discharge
0.8 - 8
0.8 - 10
2 - 15

8.4.3 Partial Discharge Pulses Measured by B-dot Sensor
8.4.3.1 Positive Peak Amplitude (Maximum)
The histogram diagram of positive peak amplitude of captured PD pulse with B-dot sensor
under AC, DC(+), and DC(-) are shown in Figure 8.9. The blue, red and yellow color lines
represents the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results, respectively.
As seen in Figure 8.9, the B-dot sensor performance in the case of cavity and surface
discharges are accompanied by the stronger discharges is better than corona and floating potential
discharges. The analysis of cavity discharges in Figure 8.9a denotes the same positive peak
amplitude pulses for AC and DC pulses and those intensive streamer-like discharges, which are
only observed under AC stresses. Moreover, in the case of surface discharge in Figure 8.9b, the
AC induced pulses are distinguishable from those of DC. However, the B-dot sensor performs
with low sensitivity in the case of corona discharges, and we only were enabled to distinguish AC
positive corona discharges from those of noises. As we explain later, this issue is related to the

127

Figure 8.9

Comparison of the positive peak amplitude of various PD sources were measured
by the B-dot sensor. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) positive corona
discharge, (d) floating potential discharge.

frequency range of corona discharges where locate in the spectrums that the designed B-dot sensor
has low SNR (see Figure 6.16b). Similarly, in floating potential discharge, it was impossible to
distinguish DC(+) pulses from those of disturbances. By the way, the resulted data confirms the
stronger PD discharges in AC rather than DC. The distribution range of positive peak amplitude
of PD pulses were captured by the B-dot sensor under AC and DC stresses are presented in Table
8.9. It should be noted we just provide the ranges with more than 1% of relative frequency.
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Table 8.9

Positive Peak Amplitude (in V) values of PD sources were measured by B-dot
sensor under both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Cavity
discharge

Negative
corona
discharge

Surface
discharge

Positive corona
discharge

0.05 – 0.1
------< 0.002
1.5 – 2.5
Positive DC
0.05 – 0.6
0.001 – 0.005
------------Negative DC 0.05 – 0.6
< 0.0025
------------- The table data shows the ranges with more than 1% relative frequency.
AC

0.05 – 0.7

Floating
potential
discharge
0.001 – 0.01
------< 0.0006

8.4.3.2 Negative Peak Amplitude (Minimum)
The histogram results of negative peak amplitude of B-dot outputs in case of individual PD
pulse measurement under AC and DC voltage stresses are demonstrated in Figure 8.10. in this
figure, the blue, red and yellow color lines represents the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results,
respectively.
Table 8.10

Negative Peak Amplitude (absolute value in V) values of PD sources were
measured by B-dot sensor under both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Cavity
discharge

AC

0.04 – 0.6

Positive DC

0.1 – 0.6

Negative
DC

0.07 – 0.8

Surface
discharge
0.07 – 0.2
1-2
0.001 –
0.006
< 0.004

Negative
corona
discharge

Positive corona
discharge

Floating
potential
discharge

-------

<0.0014

0.001 – 0.007

-------

-------

-------

-------

-------

< 0.0007
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Figure 8.10

Comparison of the negative peak amplitude of various PD sources were measured
by the B-dot sensor. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) positive corona
discharge, (d) floating potential discharge

Due to Figure 8.10a, the cavity discharge provides the individual pulses with negative
peaks about -4 V that are related to the strong Streamer-like discharges. For the individual PD
pulses with a negative peak of less than -1 V, there is no difference between AC and DC induced
PD pulses. The summary of the results in Figure 8.10 is shown in Table 8.10. It should be noted
we just provide the ranges with more than 1% of relative frequency.
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8.4.3.3 First Peak Length (T1)
The histogram results of T1 value of individual PD pulses were captured by B-dot sensor
under AC and DC stresses are demonstrated in Figure 8.7. The blue, red and yellow color lines
represents the AC, DC(+), and DC(-) results, respectively.

Figure 8.11

Comparison of the T1 value of various PD sources were measured by the B-dot
sensor. a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) positive corona discharge,
(d) floating potential discharge.

As seen in Figure 8.11, there are some PD pulses by T1 values below 1 ns, were captured
by B-dot sensors like those were captured by the D-dot sensor. The mentioned phenomenon is
common among all cavity, surface, and floating potential discharges. According to Figure 8.11a,
the DC(+) pulses are included in some fast ionized pulse during cavity discharge measurement.
Similarly, the captured surface discharge pulses under DC(-) confirms the existence of these
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pulses. The T1 parameter results of the B-dot sensor are summarized in Table 8.11 for ease of
comparison of PD defects. It should be noted we just provide the ranges with more than 1% of
relative frequency.
Table 8.11

T1 (in ns) values of PD sources were measured by B-dot sensor under both AC
and DC voltage stresses.

Negative
Positive
corona
corona
discharge
discharge
AC
0.35 - 6
0.35 – 3
------0.9 - 10
Positive DC
0.4 – 3.5
0.8 - 9
------------Negative DC
0.8 - 4
0.7 – 7
------------- The table data shows the ranges with more than 1% relative frequency.
Cavity
discharge

Surface
discharge

Floating
potential
discharge
0.75 - 9
------2-8

8.4.3.4 Second Peak Length (T2)
Figure 8.12 denotes the results of T2 changes in the histogram diagram for all captured PD
pulses under AC, DC(+), and DC(-). The blue, red, and yellow color lines represent the AC, DC(+),
and DC(-) results.
As shown in Figure 8.12, there is a good correlation among the T2 parameter of cavity
discharge pulses are recorded under both AC and DC stresses. Contrarily, in the case of surface
discharge, the PD pulses in DC have longer T2 parameter respect to the AC pulses. In Figure 8.12d,
the T2 of AC floating potential discharges are scattered widely up to 75 ns while the DC (-) pulses
are concentrated around 3 ns and 10 ns. The T2 parameter results of the B-dot sensor are
summarized in Table 8.12 for ease of comparison of PD defects. It should be noted we just provide
the ranges with more than 1% of relative frequency.
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Figure 8.12

Comparison of the T2 value of various PD sources were measured by the D-dot
sensor. a) cavity discharge, (b) surface discharge, (c) positive corona discharge,
(e) floating potential discharge.

Table 8.12

T2 (in ns) values of PD sources were measured by B-dot sensor under both AC
and DC voltage stresses.

0.45 – 6.5
5 - 11

Negative
corona
discharge
-------------

Positive
corona
discharge
8 - 20
-------

3 - 12

-------

-------

Cavity
discharge

Surface
discharge

AC
Positive DC

0.65 - 10
0.5 – 6.5

Negative DC

1.5 - 12

- The table data shows the ranges with more than 1% relative frequency.
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Floating
potential
discharge
5 - 10
------2–6
10 - 15

8.3

Frequency Domain Analysis
The frequency spectrum analysis or FFT analysis of presented PD waveshapes are shown

in Figures 8.13 to 8.15, separately, for all three sensors. The presented frequency spectrums include
the average of all recorded signals for each type of PD in dB. The results of the FFT analysis on
the individual PD pulses were captured by the 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope is shown in
Figure 8.13.

Figure 8.13

The frequency spectrum of individual PD pulses were measured with a 50 Ω input
channel of oscilloscope under AC and DC voltage stresses. (a) cavity discharge,
(b) surface discharge, (c) negative corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge,
(e) floating potential discharge.
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The results depict AC PD pulses have a higher amplitude of respect to the DC-induced
pulses. According to Figure 8.13a, the induced cavity discharge pulses under both AC and DC
stresses have a relative frequency amplitude. Also, there is about 50 dB difference between the
amplitude of cavity discharge pulses between 10 kHz to 1 GHz. In the case of Surface discharge
PD, the amplitude of the frequency spectrum drop by 40 dB for both AC and DC voltage stresses.
Also, it should be mentioned that the DC high frequency of Surface discharge PD pulse has a very
low value below -40 dB, which complies with waveshapes are presented in Figures 8.7c and 8.7d.
The outcomes of Figure 8.13c and 8.13d represent the AC -induced corona PDs have stronger high
frequency components than DC-induced PD. In addition, it can be concluded that both polarities
of DC have a similar frequency spectrum by 3 GHz.
Similarly, in a floating potential discharge pulse, the AC-induced pulse has a stronger
frequency amplitude. Moreover, there is no difference between the frequency responses of DC(+)
and DC(-) stresses. However, it is generally concluded from Figure 8.13 that DC PD pulses have
lower amplitudes and frequency components concerning AC-induced PD pulses.
In addition, the results of the D-do sensor output FFT analysis are demonstrated in Figure
8.14. Generally, trends of recorded PD pulses in the frequency domain by D-dot sensors show
close agreement with 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope. According to Figure 8.14a, the cavity
discharge pulses under both AC and DC voltage stresses have equal amplitudes (i.e., a bit lower
than pulses were measured by 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope) for long-range of
frequencies. The recorded data shows all AC and DC induced pulses have amplitudes above -40
dB for frequency ranges about 800 MHz.
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Figure 8.14

The frequency spectrum of individual PD pulses were measured with the D-dot
sensor under AC and DC voltage stresses. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface
discharge, (c) negative corona discharge, (d) positive corona discharge, (e)
floating potential discharge.

The comparison of surface discharges pulses in Figure 8.14b denotes the significant
differences between AC and DC pulses. The surface discharge under AC has components higher
-40 dB by 1 GHz. Contrarily, the DC pulses have low amplitudes between -50 dB to -100 dB for
frequencies below 1 GHz. Moreover, it should be noted the DC induced pulses have lower
136

frequency components in the range of 2 MHz. The results of corona discharges represent the higher
frequency components in the case of DC pulses. However, both AC and DC pulses have low
amplitude for most ranges of frequency. It confirms when the PD signal has low amplitudes that
should be difficult to distinguish corresponding pulses from external disturbances. Finally, in
floating particle discharge, both AC and DC spectrums have the same trends with a 20 dB
difference. The AC pulses have a higher amplitude.
Moreover, Figure 8.15 demonstrates the FFT results of PD pulses were measured by the
B-dot sensor. Similarly, the FFT analysis of B-dot output represents a similar trend for all AC and
DC voltage stresses. In this photo, the dotted yellow line shows the actual output of the B-dot
sensor without utilizing digital filtration.

Figure 8.15

The frequency spectrum of individual PD pulses were measured with the B-dot
sensor under AC and DC voltage stresses. (a) cavity discharge, (b) surface
discharge, (c) floating potential discharge.
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The digital filtration is an ability of the oscilloscope and was applied to the output of B-dot
and D-dot sensors in some cases to improve the SNR value of their responses. Figure 8.15b also
depicts the discriminations of surface discharge AC and DC PD pulses. According to this photo,
the DC(-) pulses have a higher amplitude for longer frequencies. Lastly, Figure 8.15c shows the
results of a floating particle discharge FFT analysis. As seen in the figure, the AC PD pulses have
higher amplitudes than DC(-) for frequencies up to 200 MHz, and after that, because of applying,
the filtration drops below -100 dB.

8.4

CLASSIFYING PARTIAL DISCHARGE PULSES
Understanding the PD discharge mechanisms and their waveform characteristics provide

valuable information about each type of PD discharge. However, finding ways to distinguish the
types of PDs has greater practical value. In Figures 8.16 to 8.18, we present results that could lead
to developing methods of identifying PD pulses. In those figures, all types of PD under AC, DC(+),
and DC(-) are clustered versus their amplitudes. Despite the scattering in the amplitude of PD
discharges, which is linked to the strength of their discharge mechanisms, the PD pulses can be
divided into several groups based on their timing characteristics. Figures show the scattered plot
of all AC- and DC-induced pulse rise time, decay time, and 20% pulse width parameters versus
their amplitudes. Also, the color scaled area represents the normalized density distribution (i.e.,
occurrence) of data, facilitating the identification of regions with the highest probabilities. As
shown in Figure 8.16, scattered plots of rising time, decay time, and 20% pulse width versus their
amplitudes resulted in easily identifiable clusters of AC PD pulses.
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Figure 8.16

Normalized relative density clustering of partial discharge pulses were measured
by 50 Ω input channel of oscilloscope under AC voltage stresses. CD, cavity
discharge; SD, surface discharge; NCOD, negative corona discharge; PCOD,
positive corona discharge; FPD, floating potential discharge.
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Figure 8.17

Normalized relative density clustering of partial discharge pulses were measured
by 50 Ω input channel of oscilloscope under DC(+) voltage stresses. CD, cavity
discharge; SD, surface discharge; NCOD, negative corona discharge; PCOD,
positive corona discharge; FPD, floating potential discharge.
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The cavity discharge and Surface discharge pulses both have high amplitude pulse, but
their scattered timing parameters can distinguish them easily from each other. Due to the distinct
ranges of amplitude for floating potential discharges and corona discharges, they can be
distinguished. Although there are some overlaps in the amplitudes of NCOD and PCOD signals,
they can be categorized by td and t20%. Similarly, in Figure 8.17, the normalized density plot of
DC(+)-induced pulses shows different clusters for each type of PD without any significant overlaps
among them.
As shown, due to the higher amplitudes, the cavity discharge and surface discharge are
separated from the rest of the pulses and each other. As found earlier, the amplitude of DC-induced
pulses is significantly smaller than that of AC. This significant difference among the amplitude of
recorded PD signal could be related to the differences among the discharge mechanisms under AC
and DC stress, because the reported inception voltages present the DC PD pulses have higher
inception voltages than AC-induced pulses. However, the cavity discharge and surface discharge
still have strong pulses as in AC due to their discharge mechanisms. Moreover, negative and
positive corona discharges can be distinguished easily from themselves and the floating potential
discharges in DC (+) regarding their various amplitude and scattered timing parameters.
Furthermore, in the case of DC(-) voltages, as shown in Figure 8.18, cavity discharge pulses have
larger amplitudes than other types of PDs, which can be utilized in distinguishing them from the
rest of the PD types.
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Figure 8.18

Normalized relative density clustering of partial discharge pulses were measured
by 50 Ω input channel of oscilloscope under DC(-) voltage stresses. CD, cavity
discharge; SD, surface discharge; NCOD, negative corona discharge; PCOD,
positive corona discharge; FPD, floating potential discharge.
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Nevertheless, due to the overlap of surface discharge and floating potential discharge signal
amplitudes, they are not dissectible from each other. Although it seems difficult to distinguish
surface discharge and floating potential discharge pulses in DC(-), they can be distinguished based
on their main causes. That is, since floating potential discharges are mostly caused within liquids
and gases, they can be separated from surface discharge sources. Moreover, the analysis of corona
discharges represents that they can be easily distinguished from themselves and other PD sources
utilizing their different timing characteristics.

8.5

Summary
This Chapter performed a comprehensive quantitative analysis of individual PD pulses

under both AC and DC voltages. The comparison of PD waveshapes under AC and DC
demonstrates an obvious difference related to their amplitudes, which were lower in DC stresses.
The time and frequency domains results of measured PD waveforms demonstrated an
obvious difference among AC, DC(+), and DC(-) stresses. Time-domain results represented,
except for cavity discharge pulses in AC and DC, which were different only in their amplitude
most of the DC PD pulses accompanied by longer discharge lengths and lower amplitudes. Also,
except for cavity and surface discharges, there was a clear disagreement among DC polarities
discharges. Similarly, the results of frequency domain analysis presented except for cavity
discharge pulses, the rest of the corresponding PD defects accompanied by higher frequency
components under AC voltage stresses. Furthermore, the results of mapping the timing
characteristics of PD waveforms measured by the 50 Ω input channel of an oscilloscope versus
their amplitude lead to clustering various types of PD for either AC, positive DC, or negative DC.
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CHAPTER IX
CONCLUSION

This dissertation focused on understanding the requirements for the precise measurement
of individual PD pulses through design, simulation, and experimental investigations to identify
various PD sources under both AC and DC voltage stresses through the analysis of their time and
frequency domain characteristics.
A unique testbed was designed and constructed in compliance with IEC 60270 to avoid
various limitations of PD pulse measurements. The testbed includes a high bandwidth transmission
line, which provides an even 50 Ω path for propagating PD pulses by 2.2 GHz. It has been proven
that the transmission lines with insufficient bandwidth cause attenuation and distortion of the
original waveshape of individual PD pulses. Also, as the successful measurement of PD
waveshapes requires high frequency sensors, two types of electromagnetic field sensors (D-dot
and B -dot) were designed to absorb the propagated electromagnetic fields of PD through the
transmission line. Moreover, the induced discharge current of PD activities was directly measured
through the 50 Ω input channel of the oscilloscope, which was considered the reference signal for
evaluating the D-dot and B-dot performance.
In general, the time domain results suggest that the developed D-dot and B-dot sensors
capture the transients of individual PD pulses effectively. The two electromagnetic field sensors
(D-dot and B-dot) were reliable for the measurements of PD waveshape time characteristics,
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including rising time, decay time, 50% pulse width, and 20% pulse width. Moreover, for the
statistical analysis of individual PD pulses, four well-known types of PD sources – corona, cavity,
surface, and floating potential discharge sources – were prepared and utilized for investigating the
corresponding waveshapes. Thousands of individual PD pulses were recorded under the AC,
positive DC, and negative DC stresses. The comparison of time characteristics of recorded data
showed obvious distinctions among the behaviors of AC and DC PDs. The differences are related
to the various discharge mechanisms inside the insulating media, which result in the corresponding
PD waveform characteristics. Based on the identified differences among the PD characteristics
under both AC and DC stresses and based on the various discharge intensities among the PD types,
we could classify various types of PDs solely using their waveshape parameters. One of the
advantages of this method is its independence from the repetition rate information of PD pulses
under DC stresses, which takes a long time to record. The other advantage of this mapping is that
the identification of PD can be performed by utilizing the rise time, decay time, and pulse width
of PD waveforms.
It has been shown in this dissertation that the precise measurement of PD waveshapes
require a high bandwidth measurement circuits as well as high frequency sensors. The accurate
measurement of individual PD waveshapes provides useful information such as discharge
mechanisms and intensity of discharge. Consequently, the technologies developed in this
dissertation enable the classification of various types of DC and AC PDs.
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CHAPTER X
FUTURE WORK

As discussed in this dissertation, the sensitivity of D-dot and B-dot sensors depends on the
design and location of sensors. Therefore, they can be designed in the future works to be more
applicable for practical applications such as GIS substation PD measurements that deals with
issues such as detecting mobile particle movements. One of the advantages of GIS systems is their
coaxial designs, which provide a waveguide for traveling of PD signals. Also, the performance of
the designed sensors can be evaluated in case of dealing with other types of insulating media, e.g.,
liquid and solids. Indeed, the differences in electromagnetic wave propagations within this media
require special attention for the accurate design of D-dot and B-dot sensors. Besides, the lower
intensity of DC PD pulses compare to that of AC PD pulses limits certain methods of PD detection.
To overcome this limitation, other plausible parameters of PD waveshapes, e.g., their integral (area
under waveform), or energy of each pulse, can be studied in the future works to distinguish various
types of PDs with more confidence.
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